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2.4
Table 2.4A

Summary of Assessment Records Claims, Actions, and Evidence

Summary of Assessment Records Claims, Actions, and Evidence

Claim

Actions

Evidence

6. All test takers are
provided comparable
opportunities to
demonstrate their
English Language
Proficiency.

a. Well-specified procedures were developed for
test administrators so that they are able to
administer the test consistently.

b. Test administrators document and report any
irregularities that may occur so that
appropriate action may be taken.

a. Test Administration Manual

b.Test Administration Manual

5. All items and tasks
are scored
consistently for all
test takers.

a.Raters of performance-based tasks undergo
thorough training so that they know how to
score appropriately.

b.Listening and Reading items are scored
electronically onsite at MetriTech.

c.Raters are of performance-based tasks are
certified, demonstrating that they can score
appropriately.

d.Raters of Writing tasks are monitored daily to
ensure that they are scoring appropriately.

e. Scoring data for Writing tasks are analyzed for
rater agreement to understand how closely
raters agree.

a.Chapter 1.7.2 (Scoring - Writing);
Chapter 1.7.3 (Scoring - Speaking)

b.Chapter 1.7.1 (Scoring - Listening
and Reading)

c.Chapter 1.7.2 (Scoring - Writing);
Chapter 1.7.3 (Scoring - Speaking)

d.Chapter 1.7.2.1 (Scoring Procedures
for Writing)

e. Table 6F (Reliability)

4. Test items/tasks
work appropriately
together to measure
each test taker’s
English Language
Proficiency.

a. For each test form (e.g., Reading 6-8B), item
and task analyses are performed and
psychometric properties of the items and tasks
are evaluated to confirm that scores are
internally consistent.

b. For each domain and composite score across
tiers, item and task analyses are performed and
psychometric properties of the items and tasks
are evaluated to confirm that scores are
internally consistent.

c. Analyses of Rasch model fit statistics are
conducted to show that individual tasks
perform appropriately

a. Table 6F (Reliability)

b.Table 8D (Reliability)

c. Table 6H (Complete Item Analysis)
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3. The same scale
scores obtained by
test takers in different
years retain the same
meaning.

a. A sufficient number of items and tasks are
used as anchor items across adjacent years to
maintain a consistent scale from year to year.

b.New items and tasks are calibrated with
anchor items to ensure that their difficulty
measures are on the same consistent scale that
is used from year to year.

c. The same scaling equation is applied from
year to year to ensure that scale scores are
obtained consistently over time.

a.Table 6E (Equating Summary)

b.Table 6D (Scaling Equation)

c. Table 6H (Complete Item Analysis)

2. ACCESS for ELLs
measures English
Language Proficiency
for all test takers in a
fair and unbiased
manner.

a. Differential item functioning (DIF) analyses
are conducted to determine whether any items
or tasks are biased against certain subgroups.

b.Items that show evidence of DIF are carefully
reviewed so that any that indicate bias are not
used for scoring and are removed from future
test forms.

a. Table 6H (Complete Item Analysis);
Table 6G (Item/Task Analysis
Summary)

b.Chapter 1.4.5 (DIF Items)

1. Test takers are
classified
appropriately
according to the
proficiency levels
defined in the WIDA

a. Distributions of scale scores and proficiency

levels for each domain are analyzed to confirm
that ACCESS for ELLs effectively measures
the performance of test takers across the range
of English Language Proficiency levels as
defined by the WIDA English Language

a. Figure 6A (Raw Scores) & Table 6A
(Raw Score Descriptive Statistics);
Figure 6B (Scale Scores) & Table 6B
(Scale Score Descriptive Statistics);
Figure 6C (Proficiency Level) &
Table 6C (Proficiency Level

English Language Development Standards. Distribution);

Development Table 6J (Raw Score to Proficiency

Standards. Level Score Conversion Chart);
Figure 6D (Test Characteristic
Curve)

b. Distributions of scale scores and proficiency b. Figure 8A (Scale Scores) & Table 8A
levels, organized by grade-level cluster, are (Scale Score Descriptive Statistics);
analyzed to confirm that ACCESS for ELLs Figure 8B (Proficiency Level) &
effectively measures the performance of test Table 8B (Proficiency Level
takers across the range of English Language Distribution);

Proficiency levels as defined by the WIDA Figure 8C (Test Characteristic
English Language Development Standards. Curve)

c. For each test form, analyses are run to confirm c. Figure 6E (Test Information
that English Language Proficiency is Function);
measured with high precision at the cut points Table 61 (Raw Score to Scale Score
pertinent to each tier. Conversion Chart)

d. Across domains, analyses are run to confirm d. Table 8C (Conditional Standard
that English Language Proficiency is Error of Measurement) & Figure 8D
measured with high precision at the cut points (Test Information Function)
pertinent to each tier.

e. Classification and accuracy analyses are e. Table 8E (Accuracy and Consistency
conducted by grade-level to confirm that of Classification Indices)
proficiency level classifications are reliable for
all domain and composite scores.
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2.5 Visual Guide to Tables and Figures

This section provides navigational support for the tables and figures contained in the ACCESS
for ELLs Annual Technical Report. The Visual Guide to Tables and Figures, shown in Figures
2.5.1 through 2.5.3, serves as a resource to quickly identify which table and/or figure to look for
when seeking specific information based on grade, grade-level cluster, tier, and demographic
characteristics, such as state, gender, and ethnicity and race, as well as domains and domain
composites.

To use the Visual Guide to Tables and Figures as a navigational tool, click on the links in
Figures 2.5.1 through 2.5.3 to navigate to the selected tables and figures in the Annual Technical
Report. A link is provided at the end of each section in Chapters 4, 6, and 8. Detailed
descriptions of the information in each of the tables and figures is included in the preceding
chapters (i.e., Chapter 5 contains information on tables and figures in Chapter 6, and Chapter 7
contains information on tables and figures in Chapter 8). These descriptions may be accessed
through links in Table 2.4A Summary of Assessment Records Claims, Actions, and Evidence.

Figure 2.5.1 displays the tables in Chapter 4 that provide information on participation, scale
score, and proficiency level results, as well as results by standard. The key in the upper left
corner of the figure describes the tables contained in each section of the chapter. For example,
tables in Section 4.1 contain information about participation. To find specific information in
Chapter 4, select the Grade or Grade Cluster tab, Domain or Tier tab, and then choose from three
categories: Demographic Characteristics, Domain Composites, or Domains. Within each of these
categories, several additional options organize information so that individual tables can be
accessed. For example, to find a table that displays information on the number of female Grade 2
students who completed the Speaking section, refer to Figure 2.5.1 and complete the following
steps: one, select Grade; two, select Domains; three, select Demographic Characteristics; four,
select Gender. The information is found in Table 4.2.2.2. Click on 4.2.2.2 to go to the
appropriate table in Chapter 4.

Figure 2.5.2 displays the sections in Chapter 6 that contains analyses for each ACCESS for
ELLs test form by grade-level cluster, tier, and domain. The key above the figure describes
specific information in each table and figure. For example, to find the Reliability table for Grade-
level Cluster 9—12C in the Reading domain, refer to Figure 2.5.2 and complete the following
steps: one, select Grade Cluster 9—-12; two, select Tier C; three, select Reading under Domains.
Information for 9-12C Reading is shown in section 6.5.2.3. Finally, look at the key that explains
that reliability information is located in table F. The result is Table 6.5.2.3F. Click on 6.5.2.3 to
go to the appropriate section, and then locate Table F.

Figure 2.5.3 displays the sections in Chapter 8 that contain analyses across tiers, organized by
grade-level cluster, domain composites, and domains. The key above the figure describes the
specific information in each table and figure. For example, to find the Conditional Standard Error
of Measurement table for Grade-level Cluster 68 in the Writing domain, refer to Figure 2.5.3
and complete the following steps: one, select Grade Cluster 6—8; two, select Domain; three,
select Writing. Information for 6—8 Writing is shown in section 8.5.3. Finally, look at the key
and find Conditional Standard of Error Measurement table. The result is 8.5.3C. Click on 8.5.3
to go to the appropriate section, and then locate Table C.
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2.5.1 Chapter 4 Visual Guide to Tables and Figures

4.1  Participation

4.2 Scale Score Results Grade

4.3  Proficiency Level Results

4.4  Results by Standard
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Figure 2.5.1 Chapter 4 Visual Guide to Tables and Figures
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2.5.3 Chapter 8 Visual Guide to Tables and Figures

Table A and Figure A Scale Score Information

Table B and Figure B Proficiency Level Information

Table C and Figures C and D _Conditional Standard Error Measurement
Table D Reliability Information

Table E Accuracy and Consistency of Classification
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and Writing. Note, all correlations in Tables 4.2.3A through 4.2.3E are significant at the 0.01
level (2-tailed).

3.3 Proficiency Level Results

Proficiency level results show the distribution of students falling into the six language
proficiency levels outlined by the WIDA ELD Standards. The results are presented in eight
subsections by count and percentage:

4.3.1 — Listening

4.3.2 — Reading

4.3.3 — Writing

4.3.4 — Speaking

4.3.5 — Oral Language Composite
4.3.6 — Literacy Composite

4.3.7 — Comprehension Composite
4.3.8 — Overall Composite

Within each section, results are first presented by grade-level cluster and tier in Section 4.3.*.1
(note that the * indicates a subsection variable). Tables 4.3.*%.1A shows the number of students
who were classified into each language proficiency level, while Table 4.3.*.1B shows the
percent of students (within each row) classified into each language proficiency category. These
tables clearly show the effect of the capping of scores on Tier A and Tier B for Listening and
Reading.

Following the presentation by tier and cluster, results are presented by grade and tier in Section
4.3.*%.2. Again, the first table in this section shows the number of students classified into each
language proficiency level, while the second table shows the results in terms of percentages
within each row.

Finally, in Section 4.3.*.3, results are presented by grade alone, that is, without the tiers. Again,
the first table shows the number of students classified into each language proficiency level, while
the second table shows the results in terms of percentages within each row.

34 Mean Raw Score Results by Standards

The tables in this section show information on mean raw score results by the five WIDA ELD
Standards. These results are in terms of raw scores (i.e., the number of correct responses in
Listening/Reading or Speaking or the points on the Writing rubric). Note that scores for
Kindergarten students were not categorized by Standard; therefore, these tables include
information only for grades 1-12.

3.4.1 Comprehension Composite

Section 4.4.1 shows the results for Comprehension (combined Listening and Reading items). The
first section (4.4.1.1) shows results by grade-level cluster, while the second section (4.4.1.2)
shows the results by grade. Within each table, the third column shows the Standard (Social and
Instructional Language, Language of Language Arts, Language of Math, Language of Science,
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and Language of Social Studies). The fourth column shows the maximum possible raw score by
Standard, the fifth column shows the mean raw score, and the sixth column shows the mean raw
score as a percentage of the maximum.

3.4.2 Writing

Section 4.4.2 shows the results for Writing. Again, the first section (4.4.2.1) shows results by
grade-level cluster, while the second section (4.4.2.2) shows the results by grade. Within each
table, the third column shows the Standard (Social and Instructional Language, Language of
Language Arts/Social Studies, and Language of Mathematics/Science). The next three columns
show the mean raw scores (out of a maximum of 6) of the three sub scores for the Writing test:
Linguistic Complexity, Vocabulary Usage, and Language Control. The seventh column shows
the total mean raw score for each Standard (out of a maximum of 18). The final column shows
the mean raw score as a percentage of the maximum possible score.

3.4.3 Speaking

Finally, Section 4.4.3 presents the results for Speaking. As in the previous sections, the first
section (4.4.3.1) shows results by grade-level cluster, while the second section (4.4.3.2) shows
the results by grade. Note that the Speaking assessment itself is adaptive but not tiered. Student
results are categorized here by tier according to the tier of the group-administered assessment
that they took. Within each table, the third column shows the Standard (Social and Instructional
Language, Language of Language Arts/Social Studies, and Language of Mathematics/Science).
The fourth column shows the maximum possible score, the fifth columns shows the mean raw
score, and the sixth column shows the mean raw score as a percentage of the maximum possible
score.
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4. Student Results

4.1 Participation

4.1.1  Participation by Grade-level Cluster
4111 By State
Table 4.1.1.1
[Participation by Cluster by State| S302
Cluster
State K 1-2 35 6-8 9-12 Total
AK 1,569 3,560 4,063 2,924 2,884 15,000
AL 3,762 6,298 3,651 2,105 1,972 17,788
CO 12,525 25,972 30,932 21,189 16,576 107,194
DC 1,149 1,793 1,194 852 1,024 6,012
DE 1,792 2,915 1,854 888 923 8,372
GA 17,917 33,137 23,045 10,822 8,223 93,144
HI 2,456 3,947 3,777 2,985 3,477 16,642
IL 30,799 60,513 45,318 22,284 17,475 176,389
KY 3,280 6,244 5,038 2,898 2,712 20,172
MA 10,003 18,876 19,031 12,608 13,678 74,196
MD 10,110 17,921 13,922 7,573 7,919 57,445
ME 522 1,021 1,273 1,161 1,280 5,257
Ml 10,503 19,024 21,483 14,936 15,522 81,468
MN 8,608 16,237 18,901 13,223 11,123 68,092
MO 4,618 7,788 7,423 4,399 3,556 27,784
MP 63 255 543 534 222 1,617
MS 1,312 2,391 2,376 1,357 1,034 8,470
MT 321 790 1,135 697 478 3,421
NC 14,123 27,576 25,140 15,990 13,632 96,461
ND 418 718 830 684 764 3,414
NH 407 1,085 1,092 715 897 4,196
NJ 11,768 19,239 12,843 7,940 10,816 62,606
NM 6,433 13,595 15,266 11,187 8,919 55,400
NV 9,663 20,134 20,690 12,804 7,866 71,157
OK 7,291 13,057 11,260 6,797 5,275 43,680
PA 4,754 10,926 12,025 9,989 11,995 49,689
RI 1,228 2,464 2,589 1,646 1,869 9,796
SD 662 1,107 1,157 826 853 4,605
uT 5,559 10,916 8,207 5,718 5,526 35,926
VA 14,803 27,739 23,153 13,731 15,813 95,239
VT 196 366 392 227 352 1,533
wi 5,792 11,932 13,497 9,005 7,616 47,842
WY 422 726 770 484 397 2,799
Total 204,828 | 390,262 | 353,870 | 221,178 | 202,668 | 1,372,806
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4.1.1.2 By Gender
Table 4.1.1.2
[Participation by Cluster by Gender S302
Gender
Cluster F M Missing Total
K Count 96,381 107,416 1,031 204,828
% within Cluster 47.1% 52.4% 0.5% 100.0%
12 Count 183,929 203,920 2,413 390,262
% within Cluster 47.1% 52.3% 0.6% 100.0%
35 Count 161,237 188,972 3,661 353,870
% within Cluster 45.6% 53.4% 1.0% 100.0%
6.3 Count 97,779 121,107 2,292 221,178
% within Cluster 44.2% 54.8% 1.0% 100.0%
912 Count 89,173 111,305 2,190 202,668
% within Cluster 44.0% 54.9% 1.1% 100.0%
Total Count 628,499 732,720 11,587 1,372,806
% within Cluster 45.8% 53.4% 0.8% 100.0%
4.1.1.3 By Ethnicity
Table 4.1.1.3
[Participation by Cluster by Ethnicity S302
Hispanic/Non-Hispanic
Cluster Hispanic Other Missing Total
K Count 137,915 63,871 3,042 204,828
% within Cluster| 67.3% 31.2% 1.5% 100.0%
12 Count 269,735 115,964 4,563 390,262
% within Cluster| 69.1% 29.7% 1.2% 100.0%
35 Count 242,064 107,037 4,769 353,870
% within Cluster | 68.4% 30.2% 1.3% 100.0%
68 Count 146,739 70,573 3,866 221,178
% within Cluster| 66.3% 31.9% 1.7% 100.0%
.12 Count 121,693 76,619 4,356 202,668
% within Cluster | 60.0% 37.8% 2.1% 100.0%
Total Count 918,146 434,064 20,596 1,372,806
% within Cluster | 66.9% 31.6% 1.5% 100.0%
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4.1.2 Participation by Grade

4121 By State

Table4.1.2.1
[Participation by Grade by State| S302
Grade
State K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Total

AK 1,569 1,797 1,763 1,614 1,374 1,075 1,005 1,032 887 1,012 720 573 579 15,000

AL 3,762 | 3,434 | 2,864 | 2,075 924 652 614 706 785 944 467 352 209 17,788

cO 12,525 | 12,914 | 13,058 | 12,212 | 9,801 8,919 7,658 7,246 6,285 5,529 4,152 3,391 3,504 | 107,194

DC 1,149 994 799 559 356 279 292 253 307 560 197 123 144 6,012

DE 1,792 1,624 1,291 1,018 484 352 299 286 303 465 225 135 98 8,372
GA | 17,917 | 17,589 | 15,548 | 12,871 | 5,947 | 4,227 3,540 | 3,781 3,501 4,418 1,841 1,120 844 93,144
HI 2,456 | 2,074 1,873 1,895 997 885 819 1,026 1,140 1,602 799 560 516 16,642

IL 30,799 | 31,002 | 29,511 | 25,508 | 11,678 | 8,132 6,917 7,782 7,585 8,053 4,111 3,116 2,195 | 176,389

KY 3,280 3,298 2,946 2,475 1,479 1,084 936 1,033 929 1,085 738 504 385 20,172

MA | 10,003 | 9,742 | 9,134 [ 7,895 5,946 [ 5,190 | 4,379 | 4,316 | 3,913 5,018 | 3,435 3,005 | 2,220 74,196

MD | 10,110 | 9,430 8,491 7,266 3,763 2,893 2,554 2,682 2,337 3,991 2,022 999 907 57,445

ME 522 544 477 505 423 345 347 414 400 394 331 288 267 5,257

M1 10,503 | 9,732 9,292 8,191 7,150 6,142 5,577 4,941 4,418 4,646 | 4,480 3,325 3,071 81,468

MN 8,608 8,265 7,972 7,470 6,259 5,172 4,660 4,530 4,033 3,969 2,676 2,464 2,014 68,092

MO 4,618 | 3,992 | 3,796 | 3,315 [ 2,276 1,832 1,528 1,481 1,390 1,336 972 705 543 27,784

MP 63 115 140 276 134 133 206 165 163 151 33 18 20 1,617
MS 1,312 1,282 1,109 1,040 766 570 516 457 384 462 300 168 104 8,470
MT 321 362 428 407 410 318 262 229 206 187 130 94 67 3,421

NC 14,123 | 13,968 | 13,608 | 12,951 | 6,782 5,407 5,222 5,383 5,385 6,728 3,284 2,071 1,549 96,461

ND 418 389 329 373 246 211 246 236 202 263 189 175 137 3,414

NH 407 511 574 593 276 223 228 234 253 349 227 179 142 4,196

NJ 11,768 | 10,475 | 8,764 6,459 3,679 2,705 2,513 2,650 2,777 3,615 3,120 2,421 1,660 62,606

NM 6,433 6,967 6,628 6,253 5,139 3,874 3,681 3,769 3,737 3,885 2,245 1,573 1,216 55,400

NV 9,663 | 10,261 | 9,873 9,172 6,414 5,104 | 4,676 | 4,516 3,612 2,824 1,876 1,648 1,518 71,157

OK | 7,291 6,997 | 6,060 | 5,355 3,327 | 2,578 | 2,353 | 2,229 | 2,215 | 2,409 1,261 917 688 43,680

PA 4,754 5,396 5,530 | 4,834 3,821 3,370 3,310 3,404 3,275 3,907 3,246 2,561 2,281 49,689

RI 1,228 1,338 1,126 1,098 839 652 555 565 526 637 534 391 307 9,796

SD 662 580 527 539 329 289 276 268 282 334 233 163 123 4,605

uT 5,559 5,918 4,998 2,869 2,817 2,521 2,100 1,834 1,784 1,543 1,615 1,363 1,005 35,926

VA | 14,803 | 14,438 | 13,301 | 11,730 | 6,747 4,676 | 4,220 | 4,596 4,915 7,228 3,836 3,142 1,607 95,239

VT 196 193 173 202 100 90 70 77 80 108 89 92 63 1,533
Wi 5,792 6,027 5,905 5,416 | 4,750 3,331 2,750 3,175 3,080 3,184 1,706 1,476 1,250 47,842
WY 422 368 358 402 221 147 158 168 158 148 115 68 66 2,799

Total [204,8281202,016|188,246)164,838|105,654| 83,378 | 74,467 | 75,464 | 71,247 | 80,984 | 51,205 | 39,180 | 31,299 | 1,372,806

WIDA ACCESS Annual Tech Rpt 10 53 Series 302 (2013-2014)
Return to Summary of Assessment Records Claims, Actions, and Evidence




4.1.2.2 By Gender
Table 4.1.2.2
[Participation by Grade by Gender S302
Gender
Grade F M Missing Total
K Count 96,381 107,416 1,031 204,828
% within Grade 47.1% 52.4% 0.5% 100.0%
I Count 95,146 105,468 1,402 202,016
% within Grade 47.1% 52.2% 0.7% 100.0%
5 Count 88,783 98,452 1,011 188,246
% within Grade 47.2% 52.3% 0.5% 100.0%
3 Count 76,740 86,591 1,507 164,838
% within Grade 46.6% 52.5% 0.9% 100.0%
4 Count 47,511 57,027 1,116 105,654
% within Grade 45.0% 54.0% 1.1% 100.0%
5 Count 36,986 45,354 1,038 83,378
% within Grade 44.4% 54.4% 1.2% 100.0%
6 Count 32,757 40,644 1,066 74,467
% within Grade 44.0% 54.6% 1.4% 100.0%
7 Count 33,339 41,475 650 75,464
% within Grade 44.2% 55.0% 0.9% 100.0%
g Count 31,683 38,988 576 71,247
% within Grade 44.5% 54.7% 0.8% 100.0%
0 Count 34,392 45,683 909 80,984
% within Grade 42.5% 56.4% 1.1% 100.0%
10 Count 22,430 28,241 534 51,205
% within Grade 43.8% 55.2% 1.0% 100.0%
1 Count 17,700 21,075 405 39,180
% within Grade 45.2% 53.8% 1.0% 100.0%
19 Count 14,651 16,306 342 31,299
% within Grade 46.8% 52.1% 1.1% 100.0%
Total Count 628,499 732,720 11,587 1,372,806
% within Grade 45.8% 53.4% 0.8% 100.0%
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4.1.2.3 By Ethnicity
Table 4.1.2.3
[Participation by Grade by Ethnicity S302
Hispanic/Non-Hispanic
Grade Hispanic Other Missing Total
K Count 137,915 63,871 3,042 204,828
% within Grade 67.3% 31.2% 1.5% 100.0%
| Count 139,362 60,097 2,557 202,016
% within Grade 69.0% 29.7% 1.3% 100.0%
) Count 130,373 55,867 2,006 188,246
% within Grade 69.3% 29.7% 1.1% 100.0%
3 Count 114,418 48,304 2,116 164,838
% within Grade 69.4% 29.3% 1.3% 100.0%
4 Count 71,817 32,386 1,451 105,654
% within Grade 68.0% 30.7% 1.4% 100.0%
5 Count 55,829 26,347 1,202 83,378
% within Grade 67.0% 31.6% 1.4% 100.0%
6 Count 49,476 23,694 1,297 74,467
% within Grade 66.4% 31.8% 1.7% 100.0%
; Count 50,397 23,798 1,269 75,464
% within Grade 66.8% 31.5% 1.7% 100.0%
g Count 46,866 23,081 1,300 71,247
% within Grade 65.8% 32.4% 1.8% 100.0%
9 Count 52,380 26,592 2,012 80,984
% within Grade 64.7% 32.8% 2.5% 100.0%
10 Count 30,577 19,653 975 51,205
% within Grade 59.7% 38.4% 1.9% 100.0%
" Count 21,793 16,603 784 39,180
% within Grade 55.6% 42.4% 2.0% 100.0%
> Count 16,943 13,771 585 31,299
% within Grade 54.1% 44.0% 1.9% 100.0%
Total Count 918,146 434,064 20,596 1,372,806
% within Grade 66.9% 31.6% 1.5% 100.0%
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4.1.3 Participation by Tier

4.1.3.1 By Cluster by Domain (Test Form)

Table 4.1.3.1
[Participation by Cluster by Tier by Domain S302
Domain
Cluster Listening | Reading | Writing | Speaking

K Tier - 204,694 204,696 204,695 204,695

A 85,814 85,814 85,796 85,767

12 Tier B 194,463 194,455 194,419 194,369
C 109,741 109,727 109,703 109,720
Total 390,018 389,996 389,918 389,856

A 29,801 29,798 29,776 29,783
Tier B 149,400 149,393 149,366 149,346

35 C 174,440 174,438 174,398 174,378
Total 353,641 353,629 353,540 353,507

A 24,231 24,234 24,227 24,211

Tier B 82,801 82,798 82,761 82,710

o8 C 113,712 113,714 113,682 113,611
Total 220,744 220,746 220,670 220,532

A 29,646 29,662 29,636 29,613

Tier B 76,791 76,841 76,740 76,687

o-12 C 93,536 93,623 93,462 93,366
Total 199,973 200,126 199,838 199,666
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41.3.2

By Grade by Domain (Test Form)

Table 4.1.3.2
[Participation by Grade by Tier by Domain S302

Domain
Grade Listening | Reading | Writing | Speaking
K Tier - 204,694 204,696 204,695 204,695
A 67,720 67,723 67,709 67,677
| Tier B 91,390 91,381 91,365 91,336
C 42772 42,760 42756 42,764
Total 201,882 201,864 201,830 201,777
A 18,094 18,091 18,087 18,090
5 Tier B 103,073 103,074 103,054 103,033
C 66,969 66,967 66,947 66,956
Total 188,136 188,132 188,088 188,079
A 13,017 13,012 12,999 13,006
3 Tier B 75,144 75,143 75,128 75,123
C 76,578 76,575 76,564 76,555
Total 164,739 164,730 164,691 164,684
A 8,979 8,979 8,974 8,970
4 Tier B 42,670 42,666 42,663 42.656
C 53,939 53,941 53,931 53,929
Total 105,588 105,586 105,568 105,555
A 7,805 7,807 7,803 7,807
5 Tier B 31,586 31,584 31,575 31,567
C 43,923 43,922 43,903 43,894
Total 83,314 83,313 83,281 83,268
A 8,119 8,119 8,112 8,107
6 Tier B 28,182 28,181 28,170 28,154
C 38,065 38,068 38,054 38,033
Total 74,366 74,368 74,336 74,294
A 8,020 8,021 8,021 8,021
7 Tier B 28,312 28,314 28,296 28,285
C 38,976 38,983 38,971 38,951
Total 75,308 75,318 75,288 75,257
A 8,092 8,094 8,094 8,083
3 Tier B 26,307 26,303 26,295 26,271
C 36,671 36,663 36,657 36,627
Total 71,070 71,060 71,046 70,981
A 15,914 15,918 15,906 15,894
9 Tier B 28,723 28,755 28,715 28,700
C 35,485 35,508 35,465 35,419
Total 80,122 80,181 80,086 80,013
A 7,297 7,297 7,290 7,293
10 Tier B 20,068 20,075 20,059 20,034
C 23,285 23,298 23,274 23,233
Total 50,650 50,670 50,623 50,560
A 4,103 4111 4,110 4,107
11 Tier B 15,695 15,702 15,686 15,679
C 18,846 18,870 18,826 18,810
Total 38,644 38,683 38,622 38,596
A 2,332 2,336 2,330 2,319
12 Tier B 12,305 12,309 12,280 12,274
C 15,920 15,947 15,897 15,904
Total 30,557 30,592 30,507 30,497
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4.1.3.3 By Cluster by Gender
Table 4.1.3.3
Participation by Cluster by Tier by Gender S302
Gender

Cluster Tier F M Missing Total
K ) Count 96,381 107,416 1,031 204,828

% within Tier 47.1% 52.4% 0.5% 100.0%

A Count 38,715 46,380 793 85,888

% within Tier 45.1% 54.0% 0.9% 100.0%
12 B Count 91,147 102,564 868 194,579

% within Tier 46.8% 52.7% 0.4% 100.0%

C Count 54,067 54,976 752 109,795

% within Tier 49.2% 50.1% 0.7% 100.0%

A Count 13,280 15,948 611 29,839

% within Tier 44.5% 53.4% 2.0% 100.0%

35 B Count 66,075 82,278 1,148 149,501

% within Tier 44.2% 55.0% 0.8% 100.0%
C Count 81,882 90,746 1,902 174,530

% within Tier 46.9% 52.0% 1.1% 100.0%

A Count 10,783 12,947 541 24,271

% within Tier 44.4% 53.3% 2.2% 100.0%

6-8 B Count 35,626 46,894 492 83,012

% within Tier 42.9% 56.5% 0.6% 100.0%

C Count 51,370 61,266 1,259 113,895

% within Tier 45.1% 53.8% 1.1% 100.0%

A Count 12,368 17,012 559 29,939

% within Tier 41.3% 56.8% 1.9% 100.0%

9-12 B Count 34,152 43,080 607 77,839

% within Tier 43.9% 55.3% 0.8% 100.0%

C Count 42,653 51,213 1,024 94,890

% within Tier 44.9% 54.0% 1.1% 100.0%
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4134

Table 4.1.3.4

By Cluster by Ethnicity

[Participation by Cluster by Tier by Ethnicity S302

Hispanic/Non-Hispanic

Cluster| Tier Hispanic Other Missing Total
K Count 137,915 63,871 3,042 204,828
% within Tier 67.3% 31.2% 1.5% 100.0%

A Count 62,323 22,281 1,284 85,888

% within Tier 72.6% 25.9% 1.5% 100.0%

12 B Count 139,218 53,049 2,312 194,579
% within Tier 71.5% 27.3% 1.2% 100.0%

c Count 68,194 40,634 967 109,795

% within Tier 62.1% 37.0% 0.9% 100.0%

A Count 17,358 11,394 1,087 29,839

% within Tier 58.2% 38.2% 3.6% 100.0%

35 B Count 103,927 43,607 1,967 149,501
% within Tier 69.5% 29.2% 1.3% 100.0%
C Count 120,779 52,036 1,715 174,530

% within Tier 69.2% 29.8% 1.0% 100.0%

A Count 14,277 8,886 1,108 24,271

% within Tier 58.8% 36.6% 4.6% 100.0%

6.8 B Count 52,345 29,285 1,382 83,012
% within Tier 63.1% 35.3% 1.7% 100.0%

C Count 80,117 32,402 1,376 113,895

% within Tier 70.3% 28.4% 1.2% 100.0%

Count 18,745 9,953 1,241 29,939

A % within Tier 62.6% 33.2% 4.1% 100.0%

o.12 B Count 43,832 32,425 1,582 77,839
% within Tier 56.3% 41.7% 2.0% 100.0%

Count 59,116 34,241 1,533 94,890

¢ % within Tier 62.3% 36.1% 1.6% 100.0%
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4.2

Scale Score Results

4.2.1 Mean Scale Scores by Grade-level Cluster Across Domain and
Composite Scores
4.2.1.1 By Cluster
Table 4.2.1.1
Mean Scale Scores by Cluster S302
Cluster List Read Writ Spek Oral Litr Cphn Ower
K M ean 269.99 192.18 210.63 302.51 286.48 201.65 215.52 226.90
N 203,841 203,853 203,840 203,827 203,823 203,837 203,837 203,809
12 Mean 311.79 296.51 276.02 346.38 329.35 286.56 301.17 299.16
N 388,944 388,669 388,786 388,802 388,584 388,428 388,557 388,056
35 Mean 357.86 338.60 345.45 357.86 358.12 342.28 344.52 346.83
N 352,289 351,942 352,025 352,105 351,940 351,617 351,832 351,277
6-8 Mean 384.46 358.42 354.70 372.24 378.64 356.82 366.31 363.16
N 219,478 | 219,320 | 219,327 | 219,219 | 218,979 | 219,028 | 219,163 | 218,525
9-12 Mean 385.46 375.73 397.54 380.05 383.05 386.92 378.73 385.57
N 197,907 198,037 197,712 197,615 196,703 197,316 197,563 196,059
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4.2.1.2 By Cluster by Gender

Table 4.2.1.2
Mean Scale Scores by Cluster by Gender S302
Cluster Gender List Read Writ Spek Oral Litr Cphn Ower
v Mean 273.79 195.70 216.67 306.29 290.26 206.43 219.11 231.37
N 95911 95914 95,908 95,907 95,905 95,908 95,909 95,899
K M M ean 266.61 189.15 205.37 299.21 283.14 197.51 212.39 223.00
N 106,900 106,908 106,901 106,890 106,888 106,898 106,898 106,880
Missing Mean 266.77 179.18 194.14 293.99 280.58 186.87 205.50 214.87
N 1,030 1,031 1,031 1,030 1,030 1,031 1,030 1,030
F M ean 312.83 297.86 278.65 347.66 330.50 288.54 302.43 300.89
N 183,366 183,264 183,316 183,309 183,210 183,162 183,214 182,999
12 M M ean 310.86 295.32 273.65 345.29 328.34 284.78 300.05 297.61
N 203,321 203,147 203,213 203,231 203,117 203,010 203,086 202,802
Missing M ean 310.75 293.74 275.94 341.41 326.30 285.17 298.90 297.30
N 2,257 2,258 2,257 2,262 2,257 2,256 2,257 2,255
F Mean 358.23 339.55 348.75 357.95 358.35 344.40 345.30 348.38
N 160,656 160,531 160,559 160,575 160,502 160,405 160,477 160,255
35 M Mean 357.38 337.69 342.54 357.75 357.83 340.37 343.73 345.41
N 188,280 188,057 188,112 188,174 188,085 187,858 188,002 187,669
Missing Mean 366.94 344 .45 350.64 358.95 363.17 347.80 351.33 352.19
N 3,353 3,354 3,354 3,356 3,353 3,354 3,353 3,353
F Mean 385.45 359.81 358.61 370.65 378.33 359.47 367.57 364.91
N 97,139 97,090 97,087 97,028 96,933 96,982 97,021 96,773
6-8 M Mean 383.62 357.29 351.56 373.52 378.86 354.69 365.27 361.74
N 120,355 120,248 120,262 120,223 120,078 120,070 120,161 119,785
Lo Mean 386.54 358.95 353.62 372.89 380.05 356.57 367.29 363.40
Missing N 1,984 1,982 1,978 1,968 1,968 1,976 1,981 1,967
¢ Mean 385.68 377.49 401.52 378.83 382.54 389.77 380.03 387.41
N 87,303 87,377 87,260 87,128 86,770 87,110 87,183 86,543
9-12 M Mean 385.45 374.31 394 .41 381.19 383.62 384.67 377.75 384.17
N 108,752 108,806 108,604 108,639 108,100 108,358 108,530 107,686
L. Mean 376.29 375.38 393.34 370.58 373.78 384.63 375.71 381.11
Missing N 1,852 1,854 1,848 1,848 1,833 1,848 1,850 1,830
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4.2.1.3 By Cluster by Ethnicity

Table 4.2.1.3
Mean Scale Scores by Cluster by Ethnicity S302

Cluster Ethnicity List Read Writ Spek Oral Litr Cphn Ower
Non-Hispanic Mean 280.02 219.99 233.95 309.54 295.01 227.24 237.98 247.36

Asian N 27,047 27,046 27,044 27,047 27,046 27,042 27,045 27,042
Non-Hispanic [ Mean 260.69 182.03 202.85 303.97 282.56 192.68 205.66 219.45

Pacific Islander N 1,891 1,892 1,892 1,891 1,891 1,892 1,891 1,891
Non-Hispanic Mean 277.75 205.70 223.69 317.81 298.02 214.95 22731 239.67

Black N 8,944 8,943 8,943 8,942 8,942 8,943 8,943 8,941

Hispanic (Of Mean 265.40 184.23 203.60 298.12 281.99 194.16 208.57 220.31
K Any Race) N 137,415 | 137,423 | 137,413 | 137,404 | 137,402 | 137,413 | 137,414 | 137,395
Non-Hispanic [ Mean 269.89 181.82 192.49 300.37 285.35 187.39 208.23 216.58

American Indian N 3,539 3,540 3,540 3,539 3,538 3,540 3,539 3,538
Non-Hispanic Mean 304.73 223.73 238.55 336.70 320.95 231.40 248.11 258.14

Multi-racial N 967 969 969 966 966 969 967 966
Non-Hispanic Mean 284.48 204.71 225.05 315.90 300.41 215.14 228.63 240.51

White N 20,220 20,220 20,219 20,220 20,220 20,218 20,220 20,218

Missing Mean 264.83 190.13 204.94 296.52 280.88 197.77 212.55 222.53

N 3,818 3,820 3,820 3,818 3,818 3,820 3,818 3,818

Non-Hispanic Mean 316.21 304.57 284.22 349.09 332.91 294.69 308.13 305.91
Asian N 48,036 48,015 48,009 48,000 47,982 47,984 48,004 47,940
Non-Hispanic [ Mean 305.25 292.39 277.01 341.87 323.86 284.97 296.36 296.42

Pacific Islander N 3,467 3,460 3,464 3,459 3,458 3,457 3,458 3,449
Non-Hispanic Mean 312.16 297.97 277.24 351.51 332.10 287.90 302.27 300.92

Black N 17,362 17,349 17,354 17,358 17,347 17,336 17,343 17,321
Hispanic (Of M ean 310.61 294.56 274.06 344.70 327.92 284.60 299.45 297.36
12 Any Race) N 269,122 | 268,915 | 269,035 | 269,048 | 268,896 | 268,763 | 268,840 | 268,519
Non-Hispanic [ Mean 308.16 292.64 271.65 340.18 324.46 282.45 297.36 294.84

American Indian N 7,091 7,085 7,073 7,089 7,079 7,066 7,079 7,050
Non-Hispanic Mean 322.42 305.90 282.07 363.99 343.49 294.27 310.90 308.83

Multi-racial N 1,675 1,676 1,676 1,674 1,672 1,676 1,674 1,671
Non-Hispanic Mean 316.37 301.00 279.99 354.45 335.66 290.79 305.67 304.02

White N 36,073 36,055 36,065 36,060 36,047 36,041 36,046 36,013
Missing Mean 306.01 292.61 273.84 341.87 32422 283.53 296.68 295.50

N 6,118 6,114 6,110 6,114 6,103 6,105 6,113 6,093
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Cluster| Ethnicity List Read Writ Spek Oral Litr Cphn Owver
Non-Hispanic Mean 363.03 344.70 350.87 355.15 359.34 348.03 350.35 351.23
Asian N 42,185 42,169 42,157 42,168 42,156 42,139 42,159 42,113
Non-Hispanic | Mean 352.54 335.61 346.15 352.08 352.54 341.14 340.85 344.39
Pacific Islander N 3,453 3,455 3,448 3,452 3,450 3,448 3,450 3,443
Non-Hispanic Mean 358.28 337.81 344.21 359.38 359.09 341.27 344.08 346.43
Black N 18,777 18,735 18,753 18,768 18,757 18,715 18,728 18,700
Hispanic (Of Mean 356.72 337.43 344.56 357.99 357.61 341.25 343.35 345.96
3.5 Any Race) N 241,418 | 241,163 | 241268 | 241,288 | 241,168 | 240,955 | 241,089 | 240,697
Non-Hispanic | Mean 350.03 332.90 338.50 350.71 350.65 336.00 338.18 340.19
American Indian N 8,534 8,533 8,514 8,525 8,517 8,508 8,528 8,495
Non-Hispanic Mean 370.69 345.57 350.27 371.96 371.59 348.15 353.25 354.98
Multi-racial N 1,248 1,249 1,249 1,248 1,248 1,249 1,248 1,248
Non-Hispanic Mean 362.43 342.22 348.31 363.27 363.10 345.52 348.42 350.59
White N 29,727 29,694 29,704 29,713 29,706 29,673 29,689 29,659
Missing Mean 355.38 336.32 341.72 351.58 353.75 339.28 342.19 343.44
N 6,947 6,944 6,932 6,943 6,938 6,930 6,941 6,922
Non-Hispanic Mean 386.68 364.63 359.36 367.24 377.23 362.26 371.31 366.54
Asian N 27,373 27,375 27,360 27,362 27,348 27,347 27,360 27,315
Non-Hispanic Mean 377.38 353.63 352.95 369.36 373.67 353.56 360.88 359.43
Pacific Islander N 2,453 2,455 2,449 2,459 2,449 2,446 2,451 2,441
Non-Hispanic Mean 383.88 358.59 353.26 373.13 378.82 356.19 366.24 362.77
Black N 14,241 14,210 14,235 14,235 14,216 14,198 14,200 14,172
Hispanic (Of Mean 384.71 357.20 353.98 373.33 379.30 355.85 365.52 362.67
6.8 Any Race) N 145,998 | 145,874 | 145893 | 145,778 | 145,623 | 145,682 | 145,773 | 145,319
Non-Hispanic [ Mean 376.67 353.72 351.37 370.17 373.70 352.83 360.67 358.88
American Indian N 6,619 6,615 6,600 6,600 6,583 6,591 6,608 6,552
Non-Hispanic Mean 393.59 366.17 358.96 380.69 387.34 362.84 374.45 369.98
Multi-racial N 647 647 647 645 644 645 647 642
Non-Hispanic Mean 386.38 362.38 357.45 375.50 381.22 360.17 369.66 366.27
White N 17,472 17,466 17,465 17,466 17,454 17,451 17,455 17,431
Missing Mean 371.73 353.11 349.05 356.19 364.31 351.35 358.81 355.07
N 4,675 4,678 4,678 4,674 4,662 4,668 4,669 4,653
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Cluster Ethnicity List Read Writ Spek Oral Litr Cphn Ower
Non-Hispanic Mean 388.72 381.22 401.80 376.92 383.11 391.78 383.57 389.00

Asian N 31,283 31,292 31,289 31,250 31,177 31,249 31,243 31,112
Non-Hispanic [ Mean 383.89 372.63 398.52 386.64 385.67 385.94 376.20 385.78

Pacific Islander N 2,384 2,399 2,381 2,385 2,354 2,377 2,377 2,338
Non-Hispanic Mean 382.64 375.85 396.96 379.04 381.12 386.68 377.96 384.81

Black N 17,062 17,082 17,055 17,047 16,985 17,026 17,027 16,922

Hispanic (Of Mean 384.07 373.93 396.34 379.90 382.28 385.43 377.06 384.29
9.1 Any Race) N 118,990 | 119,066 | 118,831 118,812 | 118,170 | 118,551 118,764 | 117,734
Non-Hispanic | Mean 390.97 372.10 398.23 384.52 388.03 385.49 377.83 386.04

American Indian N 5,021 5,014 4,995 4,971 4,947 4,985 5,009 4,926
Non-Hispanic Mean 396.45 383.40 403.18 391.39 394.19 393.79 387.31 393.65

Multi-racial N 605 606 606 606 604 604 605 602

Non-Hispanic Mean 394.43 380.87 400.85 390.81 392.88 391.12 385.03 391.45

White N 17,496 17,499 17,501 17,488 17,446 17,475 17,476 17,421

Missing M ean 370.57 369.91 388.00 360.18 365.76 379.27 370.18 375.04

N 5,066 5,079 5,054 5,056 5,020 5,049 5,062 5,004
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4.2.2 Mean Scale Scores by Grade Across Domain and Composite
Scores

4.2.2.1 ByGrade

Table 4.2.2.1
M ean Scale Scores by Grade S302

Grade List Read Writ Spek Oral Litr Cphn Ower
K Mean 269.99 | 192.18 | 210.63 | 302.51 | 286.48 | 201.65 | 215.52 | 226.90
N 203,841 | 203,853 | 203,840 | 203,827 | 203,823 | 203,837 | 203,837 | 203,809

| Mean 299.11 | 283.48 | 266.82 | 337.37 | 318.47 | 275.44 | 288.17 | 288.11

N 201,336 | 201,177 | 201,249 | 201,244 | 201,132 | 201,059 | 201,119 | 200,853

5 Mean 32540 | 31049 | 285.90 | 356.05 | 341.02 | 298.49 | 315.11 | 311.00

N 187,608 | 187,492 | 187,537 | 187,558 | 187,452 | 187,369 | 187,438 | 187,203

3 Mean 349.43 | 331.68 | 340.82 | 355.70 | 352.84 | 336.47 | 337.18 | 341.21
N 164,211 | 164,072 | 164,071 | 164,141 | 164,066 | 163,916 | 164,030 | 163,789

4 M ean 360.74 | 340.84 | 346.85 | 358.06 | 359.63 | 344.14 | 346.95 | 348.57
N 105,153 | 105,032 | 105,084 | 105,094 | 105,043 | 104,940 [ 104,998 | 104,822

5 Mean 370.90 | 349.48 | 352.81 | 361.87 | 366.65 | 351.43 | 355.99 | 355.77

N 82,925 | 82,838 | 82,870 | 82,870 | 82,831 | 82,761 | 82,804 | 82,666

6 Mean 377.12 | 351.16 | 349.34 | 369.61 | 373.63 | 350.51 | 359.00 | 357.25

N 73,891 | 73,817 | 73,833 | 73,805 | 73,741 | 73,722 | 73,777 | 73,582

7 Mean 385.15 | 358.84 | 355.17 | 372.59 | 379.15 | 357.27 | 366.83 | 363.63

N 74,881 74,844 | 74,840 | 74,819 | 74,722 | 74,744 | 74,773 | 74,562

g Mean 391.41 | 365.56 | 359.80 | 374.63 | 383.33 | 362.95 | 373.39 | 368.85

N 70,706 | 70,659 | 70,654 | 70,595 | 70,516 | 70,562 | 70,613 | 70,381

9 M ean 381.43 | 372.59 | 394.61 | 376.09 | 379.05 | 383.90 | 375.34 | 382.26

N 79,568 | 79,602 | 79,499 | 79,452 | 79,128 | 79,349 | 79,449 | 78,900

10 Mean 385.08 | 37491 | 396.88 | 379.28 | 382.45 | 386.19 | 378.04 | 384.87

N 50,140 | 50,148 | 50,096 | 50,051 | 49,875 | 49,998 | 50,057 | 49,719

1 Mean 389.92 | 379.46 | 400.95 | 383.57 | 387.04 | 390.50 | 382.67 | 389.27

N 38,200 | 38,245 | 38,170 | 38,164 | 37,978 | 38,092 | 38,136 | 37,857

12 Mean 391.12 | 380.63 | 402.05 | 387.37 | 389.60 | 391.62 | 383.88 | 390.85

N 29,999 [ 30,042 | 29,947 | 29,948 | 29,722 | 29,877 | 29,921 [ 29,583
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4.2.2.2 By Grade by Gender

Table 4.2.2.2
Mean Scale Scores by Grade by Gender S302

Scale Gender List Read Writ Spek Oral Litr Cphn Ower
F Mean 273.79 | 195.70 | 216.67 | 306.29 | 290.26 | 206.43 | 219.11 | 231.37

N 95,911 | 95,914 | 95,908 | 95,907 | 95,905 | 95,908 | 95,909 | 95,899

K M M ean 266.61 | 189.15 | 205.37 | 299.21 | 283.14 | 197.51 | 212.39 | 223.00
N 106,900 | 106,908 | 106,901 | 106,890 | 106,888 | 106,898 | 106,898 | 106,880

Missing Mean 266.77 | 179.18 | 194.14 | 293.99 | 280.58 | 186.87 | 205.50 | 214.87

N 1,030 1,031 1,031 1,030 1,030 1,031 1,030 1,030

F Mean 300.26 | 284.74 | 269.20 | 338.87 | 319.78 | 277.26 | 289.40 | 289.78

N 94,848 | 94,786 | 94,822 | 94,804 | 94,761 | 94,740 | 94,763 | 94,651

] M Mean 298.05 | 282.36 | 264.64 | 336.08 | 317.30 | 273.79 | 287.07 | 286.61
N 105,143 | 105,045 | 105,082 | 105,095 | 105,026 | 104,974 | 105,011 | 104,858

Missing Mean 300.17 | 282.78 | 268.96 | 333.35 | 316.97 | 276.20 | 288.02 | 288.22

N 1,345 1,346 1,345 1,345 1,345 1,345 1,345 1,344

P Mean 326.30 | 311.92 | 288.78 | 357.07 | 341.98 | 300.63 | 316.38 | 312.80

N 88,518 | 88,478 | 88,494 | 88,505 | 88,449 | 88,422 | 88,451 | 88,348

) M Mean 324.59 | 309.20 | 283.31 | 355.15 | 340.17 | 296.55 | 313.95 | 309.39
N 98,178 | 98,102 | 98,131 98,136 | 98,091 98,036 | 98,075 | 97,944

Missing Mean 326.34 | 309.90 | 286.25 | 353.23 | 340.06 | 298.40 | 314.94 | 310.69

N 912 912 912 917 912 911 912 911

F Mean 350.02 | 332.69 | 344.19 | 356.44 | 353.50 | 338.65 | 338.06 | 342.92

N 76,520 | 76,477 | 76,474 | 76,506 | 76,471 | 76,426 | 76,457 | 76,382

3 M Mean 348.72 | 330.67 | 337.74 | 355.03 | 352.15 | 33443 | 336.26 | 339.58
N 86,303 | 86,207 | 86,209 | 86,247 | 86,207 | 86,102 | 86,185 | 86,019

Missing Mean 361.38 | 338.73 | 346.53 | 356.50 | 359.20 | 342.85 | 345.67 | 347.56

N 1,388 1,388 1,388 1,388 1,388 1,388 1,388 1,388

F Mean 361.36 | 341.95 | 350.31 | 357.85 | 359.83 | 346.42 | 347.92 | 350.24

N 47,331 47,277 | 47,303 | 47,297 | 47,277 | 47,237 | 47,260 | 47,181

4 M Mean 360.17 | 339.86 | 343.90 | 358.21 | 359.43 | 342.17 | 346.09 | 347.13
N 56,806 | 56,739 | 56,765 | 56,779 | 56,750 | 56,687 | 56,722 | 56,625

Missing Mean 363.37 | 343.82 | 350.89 | 359.94 | 361.85 | 347.64 | 349.86 | 351.66

N 1,016 1,016 1,016 1,018 1,016 1,016 1,016 1,016

F Mean 371.29 | 350.74 | 356.20 | 361.25 | 366.54 | 353.75 | 356.99 | 357.37

N 36,805 | 36,777 | 36,782 | 36,772 | 36,754 | 36,742 | 36,760 | 36,692

5 M M ean 370.42 | 34836 | 349.98 | 362.38 | 366.66 | 349.46 | 355.06 | 354.40
N 45,171 | 45,111 | 45,138 | 45,148 | 45,128 | 45,069 | 45,095 | 45,025

Missing Mean 378.88 | 353.49 | 356.38 | 361.46 | 370.41 | 355.21 | 361.19 | 359.52

N 949 950 950 950 949 950 949 949
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Scale Gender List Read Writ Spek Oral Litr Cphn Ower
F Mean 378.22 | 352.40 | 353.39 | 368.13 | 373.43 | 353.14 | 360.20 | 359.02
N 32,547 | 32,517 | 32,525 | 32,509 | 32,488 | 32,484 | 32,500 | 32,430
6 M Mean 376.10 | 350.12 | 346.04 | 370.79 | 373.72 | 348.34 | 357.97 | 355.76
N 40,406 | 40,362 | 40,374 | 40,368 | 40,325 | 40,305 | 40,340 | 40,224
Missing Mean 382.36 | 353.33 | 350.79 | 369.65 | 376.45 | 352.38 | 362.11 | 359.42
N 938 938 934 928 928 933 937 928
F M ean 386.23 | 360.43 | 359.25 | 370.85 | 378.82 | 360.10 [ 368.27 | 365.50
N 33,119 | 33,117 | 33,109 | 33,099 | 33,056 | 33,078 | 33,083 | 33,001
. M Mean 384.22 | 357.52 | 351.88 | 373.95 | 379.37 | 354.97 | 365.62 | 362.08
N 41,209 | 41,175 | 41,179 | 41,171 | 41,117 | 41,114 | 41,138 | 41,012
Missing Mean 389.13 | 362.39 | 356.24 | 376.44 | 382.95 | 359.56 | 370.49 | 366.32
N 553 552 552 549 549 552 552 549
F Mean 392.11 | 366.82 | 363.35 | 373.05 | 382.88 | 365.35 | 374.47 | 370.38
N 31,473 | 31,456 | 31,453 | 31,420 | 31,389 | 31,420 | 31,438 | 31,342
3 M Mean 390.84 | 364.54 | 356.96 | 375091 383.68 | 361.02 [ 372.51 367.61
N 38,740 | 38,711 | 38,709 | 38,684 | 38,636 | 38,651 | 38,683 | 38,549
Missing Mean 391.56 | 365.82 | 356.05 | 375.04 | 383.62 | 361.17 | 373.58 | 367.67
N 493 492 492 491 491 491 492 490
F Mean 382.87 | 374.90 | 399.50 | 376.52 | 379.97 | 387.47 | 377.38 | 385.04
N 33,845 | 33,864 | 33,827 | 33,768 | 33,642 | 33,777 | 33,802 | 33,559
9 M Mean 380.60 | 370.90 | 391.05 | 376.02 | 378.60 | 381.29 | 373.91 | 380.31
N 44,902 | 44,916 | 44,853 | 44,866 | 44,675 | 44,753 | 44,827 | 44,530
Missing Mean 367.80 | 370.44 | 387.62 | 362.12 | 365.32 | 379.32 | 369.70 | 374.84
N 821 822 819 818 811 819 820 811
F Mean 384.26 | 376.33 | 400.52 | 377.13 | 380.96 | 388.70 | 378.78 | 386.16
N 22,040 | 22,051 | 22,028 | 21,987 | 21,933 | 21,997 | 22,017 | 21,887
10 M Mean 385.79 | 373.73 | 394.00 | 381.07 | 383.71 | 384.17 | 377.44 | 383.84
N 27,671 | 27,668 | 27,639 | 27,635 | 27,516 | 27,572 | 27,612 | 27,407
Missing M ean 381.71 | 378.02 | 396.34 | 374.10 | 378.14 | 387.44 | 379.20 | 384.49
N 429 429 429 429 426 429 428 425
F M ean 389.25 | 380.68 | 404.05 | 381.08 | 385.44 | 392.64 | 383.32 | 390.28
N 17,308 | 17,331 | 17,310 | 17,300 | 17,215 | 17,273 | 17,285 | 17,169
11 M Mean 390.61 | 378.44 | 398.37 | 385.76 | 388.50 | 388.71 | 382.16 | 388.47
N 20,566 | 20,587 | 20,536 | 20,536 | 20,440 | 20,495 | 20,525 | 20,367
Missing Mean 382.32 | 379.29 | 398.59 | 377.27 | 380.24 | 389.18 | 380.22 | 386.14
N 326 327 324 328 323 324 326 321
F Mean 390.21 | 381.60 | 404.80 | 384.26 | 387.61 | 393.47 | 384.28 [ 391.53
N 14,110 | 14,131 | 14,095 | 14,073 | 13,980 | 14,063 | 14,079 | 13,928
12 M Mean 392.03 | 379.74 | 399.60 | 390.26 | 391.50 | 389.96 | 383.54 | 390.27
N 15,613 | 15,635 | 15,576 | 15,602 | 15,469 | 15,538 | 15,566 | 15,382
Missing Mean 386.00 | 381.37 | 399.52 | 382.33 | 384.47 | 390.69 | 382.83 | 388.58
N 276 276 276 273 273 276 276 273
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4.2.2.3 By Grade by Ethnicity
Table 4.2.2.3
Mean Scale Scores by Grade by Ethnicity S302
Grade Ethnicity List Read Writ Spek Oral Litr Cphn Ower
Non-Hispanic Mean | 280.02 | 219.99 | 233.95 | 309.54 | 295.01 | 227.24 | 237.98 | 247.36
Asian N 27,047 | 27,046 | 27,044 | 27,047 | 27,046 | 27,042 | 27,045 | 27,042
Non-Hispanic Mean | 260.69 | 182.03 | 202.85 | 303.97 | 282.56 | 192.68 | 205.66 | 219.45
Pacific Islander N 1,891 1,892 1,892 1,891 1,891 1,892 1,891 1,891
Non-Hispanic Mean | 277.75 | 205.70 | 223.69 | 317.81 | 298.02 | 214.95 | 227.31 | 239.67
Black N 8,944 8,943 8,943 8,942 8,942 8,943 8,943 8,941
Hispanic (Of Mean | 265.40 | 184.23 | 203.60 | 298.12 | 281.99 | 194.16 | 208.57 | 220.31
K Any Race) N 137,415 | 137,423 | 137,413 | 137,404 | 137,402 | 137,413 | 137,414 | 137,395
Non-Hispanic Mean | 269.89 | 181.82 | 192.49 | 300.37 | 285.35 | 187.39 [ 208.23 | 216.58
American Indian N 3,539 3,540 3,540 3,539 3,538 3,540 3,539 3,538
Non-Hispanic Mean | 304.73 | 223.73 | 238.55 | 336.70 | 320.95 | 231.40 | 248.11 | 258.14
Multi-racial N 967 969 969 966 966 969 967 966
Non-Hispanic Mean | 284.48 | 204.71 | 225.05 | 31590 | 300.41 | 215.14 | 228.63 | 240.51
White N 20,220 | 20,220 | 20,219 | 20,220 | 20,220 | 20,218 | 20,220 | 20,218
Missing Mean | 264.83 | 190.13 | 204.94 | 296.52 | 280.88 | 197.77 | 212.55 | 222.53
N 3,818 3,820 3,820 3,818 3,818 3,820 3,818 3,818
Non-Hispanic Mean | 304.16 | 291.83 | 27591 | 341.54 | 323.09 | 284.16 | 295.51 | 295.60
Asian N 25,105 | 25,087 | 25,094 | 25,083 | 25,075 | 25,078 | 25,084 | 25,054
Non-Hispanic Mean | 29297 | 279.06 | 268.01 | 334.01 | 313.73 | 273.81 | 283.25 | 285.52
Pacific Islander N 1,821 1,817 1,818 1,816 1,816 1,815 1,817 1,811
Non-Hispanic Mean | 300.03 | 285.52 | 268.60 | 344.74 | 322.63 | 277.35 | 289.87 | 290.69
Black N 8,790 8,780 8,784 8,788 8,781 8,773 8,777 8,765
Hispanic (Of Mean | 297.63 | 281.42 | 264.59 | 334.96 | 316.52 | 273.30 | 286.30 | 286.03
| Any Race) N 139,025 | 138,920 | 138,969 | 138,967 | 138,892 | 138,838 | 138,879 | 138,698
Non-Hispanic Mean | 296.11 | 280.90 | 262.45 | 333.94 | 31530 | 271.98 | 285.45 | 284.78
American Indian N 3,601 3,596 3,595 3,601 3,594 3,588 3,593 3,579
Non-Hispanic Mean | 310.06 | 292.17 | 273.39 | 356.23 | 333.39 | 283.06 | 297.49 | 297.93
Multi-racial N 887 888 888 888 886 888 886 885
Non-Hispanic Mean | 304.26 | 287.56 | 270.87 | 346.83 | 325.75 | 279.51 | 292.56 | 293.16
White N 18,721 | 18,706 | 18,721 | 18,721 | 18,711 | 18,702 | 18,701 | 18,690
Missing Mean | 295.11 | 281.10 | 265.95 | 334.66 | 315.11 | 273.84 | 285.30 | 286.01
N 3,386 3,383 3,380 3,380 3,377 3,377 3,382 3,371
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Non-Hispanic | Mean | 32940 | 318.52 | 293.33 | 357.35 | 343.65 | 30621 | 321.94 | 317.20
Asian N 22,931 | 22,928 | 22,915 | 22,917 | 22,907 | 22,906 | 22,920 | 22,886
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 318.84 | 307.12 | 286.94 | 350.55 | 335.07 | 297.31 | 310.88 | 308.47

Pacific Islander | N 1646 | 1,643 | 1,646 | 1,643 | 1,642 | 1,642 | 1,641 | 1,638
Non-Hispanic Mean 324.59 | 310.72 | 286.09 | 358.46 | 341.81 | 298.71 | 314.99 | 311.40

Black N 8572 | 8,569 | 8570 | 8,570 | 8,566 | 8,563 | 8,566 | 8,556
Hispanic (Of | Mecan | 324.48 | 308.60 | 284.19 | 355.11 | 340.09 | 296.68 | 313.51 | 309.46
, Any Race) N | 130,097 | 129,995 | 130,066 | 130,081 | 130,004 | 129,925 | 129,961 | 129,821
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 320.60 | 30473 | 281.16 | 346.63 | 333.91 | 29325 | 309.63 | 305.22

American Indian | N 3,490 | 3,489 | 3,478 | 3,488 | 3,485 | 3,478 | 3,486 | 3,471
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 33633 | 321.37 | 291.86 | 372.77 | 35487 | 30691 | 325.97 | 321.10

M ulti-racial N 788 788 788 786 786 788 788 786
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 32945 | 31548 | 289.84 | 362.68 | 34636 | 302.95 | 319.81 | 315.73

White N 17352 | 17,349 | 17,344 | 17,339 | 17,336 | 17,339 | 17,345 | 17,323

__ Mean | 319.51 | 306.86 | 283.59 | 350.78 | 335.50 | 295.52 | 310.77 | 307.25

Missing N 2732 | 2731 | 2,730 | 2734 | 2726 | 2728 | 2.731 | 2,722
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 35531 | 337.60 | 347.41 | 354.62 | 35523 | 342.72 | 343.10 | 346.30
Asian N 19362 | 19,360 | 19,345 | 19,350 | 19,345 | 19,342 | 19,355 | 19,328
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 344.70 | 329.59 | 342.20 | 349.43 | 347.28 | 336.09 | 334.25 | 33928

Pacific Islander | N 1,635 | 1,634 | 1,630 | 1,635 | 1,633 | 1,630 | 1,633 | 1,629
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 35025 | 330.62 | 340.02 | 357.48 | 354.10 | 335.53 | 336.66 | 340.94

Black N 8,072 | 8,056 | 8,058 | 8,063 | 8061 | 8,048 | 8,054 | 8,042
Hispanic (Of | Mean | 347.95 | 330.49 | 339.60 | 355.38 | 351.94 | 33526 | 335.90 | 340.09
X Any Race) N 114154 | 114050 | 114077 | 114120 | 114060 | 113951 | 114021 | 113857
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 338.85 | 324.04 | 33047 | 34547 | 342.47 | 327.48 | 328.66 | 331.77
American Indian | N 3331 | 3,333 | 3,325 | 3,327 | 3,324 | 3,324 | 3,331 | 3,320
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 363.15 | 338.68 | 345.86 | 371.25 | 367.48 | 342.48 | 346.20 | 349.79

M ulti-racial N 619 620 620 619 619 620 619 619
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 355.19 | 335.64 | 344.63 | 361.95 | 358.84 | 34036 | 341.67 | 345.71
White N 14,065 | 14,049 | 14,048 | 14,055 | 14,053 | 14,035 | 14,048 | 14,030
_, Mean | 35043 | 331.30 | 339.05 | 352.12 | 351.57 | 33541 | 337.23 | 340.09

Missing N 2973 | 2,970 | 2,968 | 2,972 | 2,971 | 2,966 | 2,969 | 2,964
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 36594 | 347.16 | 352.10 | 355.10 | 360.75 | 349.91 | 352.95 | 352.96

Asian N 12,601 | 12,594 | 12,595 | 12,598 | 12,595 | 12,587 | 12,592 | 12,581
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 354.77 | 337.62 | 347.13 | 353.26 | 354.26 | 342.63 | 342.87 | 345.89

Pacific Islander | N 1013 | 1,012 | 1,010 | 1,012 | 1,012 | 1,000 | 1,012 | 1,000
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 359.69 | 338.86 | 344.64 | 35923 | 359.70 | 342.05 | 34527 | 347.16

Black N 5812 | 5,794 | 5,805 | 5811 | 5.807 | 5,787 | 5.792 | 5.782
Hispanic (Of | Mean | 360.10 | 339.93 | 34627 | 35839 | 359.48 | 343.39 | 346.12 | 348.00
. Any Race) N 71,623 | 71,534 | 71,592 | 71,577 | 71,540 | 71,482 | 71,509 | 71,390
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 35126 | 334.09 | 339.83 | 351.60 | 351.66 | 337.32 | 339.40 | 341.43

American Indian | N 2838 | 2,837 | 2,825 | 2,836 | 2.834 | 2,824 | 2.836 | 2.821
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 373.56 | 34827 | 351.64 | 373.48 | 373.76 | 35024 | 355.97 | 357.02

M ulti-racial N 361 361 361 361 361 361 361 361
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 36425 | 343.93 | 349.08 | 362.64 | 363.67 | 346.80 | 350.18 | 351.64

White N 8,775 | 8,769 | 8,773 | 8,772 | 8,769 | 8,766 | 8,766 | 8,759

Missing Mean | 352.98 | 335.73 | 340.78 | 350.79 | 352.11 | 338.51 | 341.07 | 342.41

N 2130 | 2,131 | 2,123 | 2,127 | 2,125 | 2,123 | 2,130 | 2,119
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Non-Hispanic Mean 374.06 355.11 355.92 356.22 365.38 355.79 360.87 358.43
Asian N 10,222 10,215 10,217 10,220 10,216 10,210 10,212 10,204
Non-Hispanic Mean 365.66 345.25 352.88 355.98 361.06 349.43 351.69 352.84
Pacific Islander N 805 809 808 805 805 808 805 805
Non-Hispanic Mean 369.85 348.41 350.62 362.68 366.59 349.80 354.92 354.61
Black N 4,893 4,885 4,890 4,894 4,889 4,880 4,882 4,876
Hispanic (Of Mean 370.37 348.44 352.54 362.81 366.86 350.77 355.10 355.38
5 Any Race) N 55,641 55,579 55,599 55,591 55,568 55,522 55,559 55,450
Non-Hispanic Mean 364.31 343.98 348.20 357.03 360.96 346.40 350.14 350.57
American Indian N 2,365 2,363 2,364 2,362 2,359 2,360 2,361 2,354
Non-Hispanic M ean 384.27 357.85 358.61 371.55 378.19 358.47 365.87 364.18
M ulti-racial N 268 268 268 268 268 268 268 268
Non-Hispanic M ean 37491 353.48 354.82 366.77 371.10 354.44 359.99 359.20
White N 6,887 6,876 6,883 6,886 6,884 6,872 6,875 6,870
o M ean 366.12 345.12 347.12 351.61 359.17 346.41 351.49 350.03
Missing N 1,844 1,843 1,841 1,844 1,842 1,841 1,842 1,839
Non-Hispanic M ean 378.42 356.27 354.40 363.66 371.31 355.59 362.95 360.12
Asian N 8,843 8,845 8,843 8,841 8,834 8,838 8,841 8,827
Non-Hispanic M ean 369.48 347.86 348.18 364.48 367.26 348.26 354.38 353.78
Pacific Islander N 826 826 822 825 825 822 826 821
Non-Hispanic M ean 375.66 350.69 347.20 369.41 372.85 349.20 358.22 356.09
Black N 4,671 4,660 4,667 4,667 4,661 4,656 4,658 4,648
Hispanic (Of M ean 377.50 350.15 348.58 370.88 374.44 349.62 358.42 356.87
. Any Race) N 49237 | 49,176 | 49,201 | 49,174 | 49,131 | 49,118 | 49,149 | 49,021
Non-Hispanic M ean 370.14 347.71 345.79 367.38 369.05 347.02 354.47 353.47
American Indian N 2,316 2,315 2,306 2,310 2,306 2,304 2,313 2,294
Non-Hispanic Mean 383.88 357.91 352.83 375.44 379.62 355.55 365.73 362.50
M ulti-racial N 211 211 212 211 210 211 211 210
Non-Hispanic M ean 378.96 354.61 352.00 372.58 376.04 353.58 361.96 360.12
White N 6,060 | 6,055 | 6,057 | 6,059 | 6,056 | 6,050 | 6,053 | 6,045
L M ean 369.30 348.39 346.12 358.58 364.25 347.53 354.76 352.36
Missing N 1727 | 1,729 | 1,725 | 1,718 | 1,718 | 1,723 | 1,726 | 1,716
Non-Hispanic M ean 387.19 364.85 359.40 367.08 377.39 362.39 371.65 366.67
Asian N 9243 | 9245 | 9240 | 9242 | 9237 | 9236 | 9237 | 9,226
Non-Hispanic M ean 376.54 352.63 352.22 367.59 372.43 352.74 360.08 358.55
Pacific Islander N 816 819 818 820 815 817 816 814
Non-Hispanic Mean 384.55 359.18 354.03 372.93 379.04 356.87 366.86 363.31
Black N 4,796 | 4,783 | 4,798 | 4,797 | 4,789 | 4,781 | 4,778 | 4,770
Hispanic (Of Mean 385.57 357.65 354.51 373.97 380.05 356.34 366.11 363.24
. Any Race) N 50,144 | 50,123 | 50,112 | 50,081 | 50,017 | 50,051 | 50,075 | 49,913
Non-Hispanic Mean 375.12 353.19 351.44 369.45 372.57 352.63 359.87 358.36
American Indian | N 2235 | 2232 | 2229 | 2230 | 2226 | 2225 | 2230 | 2215
Non-Hispanic Mean 392.05 365.55 359.62 382.50 387.54 362.96 373.60 370.17
M ulti-racial N 235 235 235 235 235 234 235 234
Non-Hispanic Mean 387.15 363.28 358.08 375.50 381.60 360.93 370.57 366.93
White N 5,884 5,882 5,879 5,882 5,877 5,877 5,878 5,869
Missing Mean 371.19 354.06 350.05 354.22 363.07 352.33 359.32 355.37
N 1,528 1,525 1,529 1,532 1,526 1,523 1,524 1,521
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Non-Hispanic | Mean | 394.04 | 372.38 | 364.04 | 370.81 | 382.71 | 36849 | 378.94 | 372.54
Asian N 0287 | 9.285 | 9277 | 9279 | 9277 | 9.273 | 9.282 | 9.262
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 386.26 | 360.52 | 358.53 | 376.09 | 381.46 | 359.79 | 36833 | 366.07
Pacific Islander | N 811 810 809 814 809 807 809 806
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 39125 | 365.71 | 358.40 | 376.97 | 384.43 | 362.33 | 373.46 | 368.75
Black N 4774 | 4767 | 4770 | 4771 | 4766 | 4761 | 4764 | 4754
Hispanic (Of | Mecan | 391.40 | 364.15 | 359.10 | 37522 | 383.62 | 361.89 | 372.40 | 36820
. Any Race) N 46,617 | 46,575 | 46,580 | 46,523 | 46,475 | 46,513 | 46,549 | 46,385
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 385.67 | 361.02 | 35751 | 374.08 | 380.15 | 359.53 | 36848 | 36551
American Indian | N 2,068 | 2,068 | 2,065 | 2,060 | 2,051 | 2,062 | 2,065 | 2,043
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 405.59 | 375.56 | 364.69 | 384.11 | 39525 | 37040 | 384.58 | 377.68
M ulti-racial N 201 201 200 199 199 200 201 198
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 393.71 | 369.93 | 362.73 | 378.68 | 386.50 | 366.59 | 377.12 | 372.30
White N 5528 | 5529 | 5529 | 5,525 | 5521 | 5,524 | 5524 | 5517
__ Mean | 37527 | 357.83 | 351.52 | 35542 | 365.72 | 354.94 | 363.19 | 358.02
Missing N 1420 | 1424 | 1424 | 1424 | 1418 | 1422 | 1419 | 1416
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 387.92 | 380.49 | 401.04 | 378.51 | 383.47 | 391.03 | 382.84 | 388.56
Asian N 10,632 | 10,642 | 10,640 | 10,629 | 10,605 | 10,630 | 10,624 | 10,589
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 382.79 | 370.65 | 39630 | 385.49 | 384.52 | 383.85 | 374.43 | 383.99
Pacific Islander | N 1059 | 1,066 | 1,058 | 1,064 | 1,046 | 1,054 | 1,055 | 1,038
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 378.58 | 373.39 | 393.70 | 375.03 | 377.09 | 383.82 | 375.03 | 381.60
Black N 5.876 | 5.882 | 5.883 | 5.867 | 5.852 | 5.875 | 5.868 | 5.839
Hispanic (Of | Mean | 380.35 | 370.97 | 393.64 | 375.40 | 378.17 | 382.61 | 373.88 | 381.10
. Any Race) N 51,569 | 51,575 | 51,488 | 51,476 | 51,244 | 51,371 | 51,478 | 51,066
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 38833 | 368.12 | 395.70 | 382.78 | 385.78 | 382.24 | 374.26 | 383.10
American Indian | N 1953 | 1,952 | 1,949 | 1,939 | 1,931 | 1,946 | 1,951 | 1,927
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 393.65 | 381.73 | 400.95 | 391.09 | 392.56 | 392.03 | 385.17 | 391.94
M ulti-racial N 240 241 241 241 240 240 240 239
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 387.99 | 377.04 | 397.44 | 38546 | 387.00 | 387.50 | 380.44 | 387.16
White N 5893 | 5895 | 5896 | 5893 | 5881 | 5891 | 5888 | 5876
,, Mean | 358.81 | 363.00 | 379.66 | 347.80 | 353.58 | 371.64 | 361.82 | 366.03
Missing N 2346 | 2349 | 2344 | 2343 | 2329 | 2342 | 2345 | 2326
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 386.84 | 379.63 | 40032 | 373.75 | 380.55 | 390.25 | 381.88 | 387.12
Asian N 7855 | 7.853 | 7.855 | 7.848 | 7.834 | 7.842 | 7.842 | 7.817
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 38493 | 373.54 | 400.16 | 388.82 | 387.10 | 387.14 | 377.09 | 387.00
Pacific Islander | N 607 609 605 607 602 605 605 597
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 382.90 | 374.94 | 396.07 | 378.68 | 381.02 | 385.79 | 377.38 | 384.11
Black N 4323 | 4326 | 4321 | 4316 | 4304 | 4313 | 4314 | 4288
Hispanic (Of | Mean | 383.52 | 373.04 | 395.67 | 379.34 | 381.71 | 384.64 | 37627 | 383.58
0 Any Race) N 30,017 | 30,025 | 29,989 | 29,954 | 29.829 | 29.921 | 29.966 | 29,729
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 392.25 | 373.42 | 398.55 | 384.53 | 388.73 | 38631 | 379.16 | 386.82
American Indian | N 1298 | 1296 | 1293 | 1284 | 1280 | 1280 | 129 | 1275
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 39830 | 385.66 | 40432 | 394.08 | 39647 | 39526 | 389.52 | 39540
M ulti-racial N 178 178 178 178 178 178 178 178
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 394.03 | 379.87 | 400.08 | 388.69 | 39159 | 390.26 | 38421 | 390.45
White N 4765 | 4764 | 4763 | 4767 | 4759 | 4759 | 4761 | 4752
Missing Mean | 37453 | 371.29 | 389.94 | 365.05 | 370.01 | 380.97 | 372.31 | 377.40
N 1097 | 1,007 | 1,092 | 1,007 | 1,089 | 1,001 | 1,095 | 1,083
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Non-Hispanic | Mean | 391.05 | 383.15 | 403.46 | 377.06 | 38435 | 393.58 | 385.59 | 390.64
Asian N 7,092 | 7,004 | 7,002 | 7,081 | 7,071 | 7,086 | 7,085 | 7,059
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 384.40 | 374.38 | 399.05 | 383.95 | 384.66 | 387.09 | 377.65 | 386.20
Pacific Islander | N 419 422 419 417 414 419 419 413
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 385.81 | 378.35 | 399.98 | 380.91 | 383.61 | 389.47 | 380.65 | 387.52
Black N 3,700 | 3,714 | 3,707 | 3,711 | 3,696 | 3,700 | 3,702 | 3,683
Hispanic (Of | Mean | 388.78 | 377.92 | 399.97 | 384.61 | 387.00 | 389.24 | 381.25 | 38837
. Any Race) N 21229 | 21.261 | 21211 | 21.221 | 21,087 | 21.161 | 21.192 | 21,015
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 393.96 | 375.15 | 399.74 | 385.13 | 389.74 | 387.83 | 380.81 | 388.11
American Indian | N 954 953 945 943 937 943 950 929
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 396.06 | 380.41 | 403.01 | 387.35 | 391.95 | 391.92 | 385.15 | 391.71
M ulti-racial N 101 101 101 101 101 101 101 101
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 399.28 | 38431 | 403.85 | 394.71 | 397.23 | 39433 | 388.87 | 395.01
White N 3.800 | 3.798 | 3.802 | 3,795 | 3.783 | 3,790 | 3.791 | 3.773
_, Mean | 383.08 | 377.63 | 397.94 | 371.98 | 378.05 | 388.12 | 37937 | 385.10
Missing N 896 902 893 895 889 892 896 384
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 389.92 | 382.36 | 40321 | 378.15 | 384.40 | 393.05 | 384.73 | 39035
Asian N 5,704 | 5,703 | 5,702 | 5.692 | 5.667 | 5.691 | 5.692 | 5.647
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 38499 | 37537 | 40231 | 390.08 | 38831 | 389.26 | 378.60 | 389.10
Pacific Islander | N 299 302 299 297 202 299 208 290
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 386.14 | 378.75 | 400.72 | 384.77 | 385.85 | 390.01 | 381.06 | 388.63
Black N 3,154 | 3,160 | 3,144 | 3,153 | 3,133 | 3,138 | 3,143 | 3,112
Hispanic (Of | Mean | 390.78 | 379.76 | 40142 | 389.12 | 390.26 | 390.87 | 383.16 | 390.48
b Any Race) N 16,175 | 16,205 | 16,143 | 16,161 | 16,010 | 16,098 | 16,128 | 15,924
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 391.79 | 375.97 | 402.07 | 387.97 | 39037 | 389.30 | 380.80 | 389.52
American Indian N 816 813 808 805 799 807 812 795
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 400.94 | 386.94 | 407.29 | 39141 | 396.68 | 397.89 | 39124 | 397.11
Multi-racial N 86 86 86 86 85 85 86 84
Non-Hispanic | Mean | 40144 | 385.57 | 404.92 | 399.68 | 400.90 | 39551 | 390.45 | 396.93
White N 3,038 | 3,042 | 3,040 | 3,033 | 3,023 | 3,035 | 3,036 | 3,020
__ Mecan | 387.14 | 380.54 | 399.78 | 37836 | 383.72 | 39047 | 382.67 | 388.44
Missing N 727 731 725 721 713 724 726 711
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4.2.3 Correlations among Scale Scores by Grade-level Cluster

Table 4.2.3A
Correlations Among Scale Scores: K S302
Listening Reading Writing Speaking
i . Pearson Correlation 1 537 555 783
Listening
N 203,841 203,837 203,824 203,823
. Pearson Correlation 1 720 .496
Reading
N 203,853 203,837 203,823
. Pearson Correlation 1 553
Writing
N 203,840 203,813
. Pearson Correlation 1
Speaking
N 203,827
Table 4.2.3B
Correlations Among Scale Scores: 1-2 S302
Listening Reading Writing Speaking
. . Pearson Correlation 1 .688 .569 497
Listening
N 388,944 388,557 388,626 388,584
. Pearson Correlation 1 671 447
Reading
N 388,669 388,428 388,302
. Pearson Correlation 1 467
Writing
N 388,786 388,461
. Pearson Correlation 1
Speaking
N 388,802
Table 4.2.3C
Correlations Among Scale Scores: 3-5 S302
Listening Reading Writing Speaking
i . Pearson Correlation 1 727 611 484
Listening
N 352,289 351,832 351,878 351,940
. Pearson Correlation 1 676 472
Reading
N 351,942 351,617 351,579
. Pearson Correlation 1 .509
Writing
N 352,025 351,709
. Pearson Correlation 1
Speaking
N 352,105
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Table 4.2.3D

Correlations Among Scale Scores: 6-8 S302

Listening Reading Writing Speaking
. . Pearson Correlation 1 672 518 .564
Listening
N 219,478 219,163 219,123 218,979
. Pearson Correlation 1 .593 479
Reading
N 219,320 219,028 218,791
. Pearson Correlation 1 470
Writing
N 219,327 218,869
. Pearson Correlation 1
Speaking
N 219,219
Table 4.2.3E
Correlations Among Scale Scores: 9-12 S302
Listening Reading Writing Speaking
. . Pearson Correlation 1 .700 648 .600
Listening
N 197,907 197,563 197,133 196,703
. Pearson Correlation 1 .694 .530
Reading
N 198,037 197,316 196,711
. Pearson Correlation 1 .597
Writing
N 197,712 196,576
. Pearson Correlation 1
Speaking
N 197,615
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4.3 Proficiency Level Results
4.3.1 Listening

4.3.1.1 By Cluster by Tier

Table 4.3.1.1A
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Count): Listening S302

Listening Proficiency Range
Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 24,626 11,794 20,693 32,677 62,805 51,246 | 203,841
K (accountability) - 51,112 20,746 17,932 11,923 32,179 69,949 | 203,841
A 6,345 11,393 21,368 46,277 n/a n/a 85,383
1-2 B 967 2,783 8,754 8,427 173,061 n/a 193,992
C 456 2,920 17,081 10,457 29,631 49,024 109,569
A 2,267 8,556 8,057 10,364 n/a n/a 29,244
3-5 B 753 6,116 21,657 21,837 98,554 n/a 148,917
C 259 1,627 13,043 16,456 46,912 95,831 174,128
A 5,666 9,476 4,678 3,931 n/a n/a 23,751
6-8 B 986 10,662 18,978 21,744 30,003 n/a 82,373
C 251 695 8,043 18,368 40,420 45,577 113,354
A 13,996 10,413 2,561 2,107 n/a n/a 29,077
9-12 B 2,893 9,402 20,146 19,391 24,225 n/a 76,057
C 1,287 3,986 14,401 29,040 24,490 19,569 92,773
Table 4.3.1.1B
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Percent): Listening S302
Listening Proficiency Range
Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 12.1% 5.8% 10.2% 16.0% 30.8% 25.1% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 25.1% 10.2% 8.8% 5.8% 15.8% 34.3% 100.0%
A 7.4% 13.3% 25.0% 54.2% n/a n/a 100.0%
1-2 B 0.5% 1.4% 4.5% 4.3% 89.2% n/a 100.0%
C 0.4% 2.7% 15.6% 9.5% 27.0% 44.7% 100.0%
A 7.8% 29.3% 27.6% 35.4% n/a n/a 100.0%
3-5 B 0.5% 4.1% 14.5% 14.7% 66.2% n/a 100.0%
C 0.1% 0.9% 7.5% 9.5% 26.9% 55.0% 100.0%
A 23.9% 39.9% 19.7% 16.6% n/a n/a 100.0%
6-8 B 1.2% 12.9% 23.0% 26.4% 36.4% n/a 100.0%
C 0.2% 0.6% 7.1% 16.2% 35.7% 40.2% 100.0%
A 48.1% 35.8% 8.8% 7.2% n/a n/a 100.0%
9-12 B 3.8% 12.4% 26.5% 25.5% 31.9% n/a 100.0%
C 1.4% 4.3% 15.5% 31.3% 26.4% 21.1% 100.0%
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4.3.1.2 By Grade by Tier

Table 4.3.1.2A
Proficiency Level by Grade by Tier (Count): Listening S302

Listening Proficiency Range
Grade Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 24,626 11,794 20,693 32,677 62,805 51,246 | 203,841
K (accountability) - 51,112 20,746 17,932 11,923 32,179 69,949 203,841
A 4,076 7,378 17,731 38,308 n/a n/a 67,493
1 B 569 1,874 3,972 4,022 80,709 n/a 91,146
C 247 1,283 9,165 4,588 11,235 16,179 42,697
A 2,269 4,015 3,637 7,969 n/a n/a 17,890
2 B 398 909 4,782 4,405 92,352 n/a 102,846
C 209 1,637 7,916 5,869 18,396 32,845 66,872
A 574 3,328 3,803 5,094 n/a n/a 12,799
3 B 260 2,851 11,149 6,756 53,928 n/a 74,944
C 105 506 4,445 3,448 19,283 48,681 76,468
A 704 2,700 2,363 3,025 n/a n/a 8,792
4 B 244 1,798 5,931 8,507 26,038 n/a 42,518
C 94 578 3,719 6,189 17,031 26,232 53,843
A 989 2,528 1,891 2,245 n/a n/a 7,653
5 B 249 1,467 4,577 6,574 18,588 n/a 31,455
C 60 543 4,879 6,819 10,598 20,918 43,817
A 1,218 3,140 1,987 1,592 n/a n/a 7,937
6 B 202 2,876 6,589 7,043 11,305 n/a 28,015
C 55 177 3,212 5,685 14,516 14,294 37,939
A 1,888 3,213 1,649 1,117 n/a n/a 7,867
7 B 322 3,564 7,565 7,664 9,042 n/a 28,157
C 118 226 3,158 5,609 15,787 13,959 38,857
A 2,560 3,123 1,042 1,222 n/a n/a 7,947
8 B 462 4,222 4,824 7,037 9,656 n/a 26,201
C 78 292 1,673 7,074 10,117 17,324 36,558
A 7,018 6,560 876 1,289 n/a n/a 15,743
9 B 540 3,178 7,540 6,755 10,514 n/a 28,527
C 264 705 3,423 9,577 13,387 7,942 35,298
A 3,371 2,445 931 395 n/a n/a 7,142
10 B 666 2,299 5,573 4,669 6,688 n/a 19,895
C 264 1,139 4,034 7,906 5,261 4,499 23,103
A 2,188 954 588 254 n/a n/a 3,984
11 B 721 2,482 3,093 5,263 3,984 n/a 15,543
C 313 849 3,202 6,095 4,187 4,027 18,673
A 1,419 454 166 169 n/a n/a 2,208
12 B 966 1,443 3,940 2,704 3,039 n/a 12,092
C 446 1,293 3,742 5,462 1,655 3,101 15,699
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Table 4.3.1.2B
Proficiency Level by Grade by Tier (Percent): Listening S302

Listening Proficiency Range
Grade Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 12.1% 5.8% 10.2% 16.0% 30.8% 25.1% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 25.1% 10.2% 8.8% 5.8% 15.8% 34.3% 100.0%
A 6.0% 10.9% 26.3% 56.8% n/a n/a 100.0%
1 B 0.6% 2.1% 4.4% 4.4% 88.5% n/a 100.0%
C 0.6% 3.0% 21.5% 10.7% 26.3% 37.9% 100.0%
A 12.7% 22.4% 20.3% 44.5% n/a n/a 100.0%
2 B 0.4% 0.9% 4.6% 4.3% 89.8% n/a 100.0%
C 0.3% 2.4% 11.8% 8.8% 27.5% 49.1% 100.0%
A 4.5% 26.0% 29.7% 39.8% n/a n/a 100.0%
3 B 0.3% 3.8% 14.9% 9.0% 72.0% n/a 100.0%
C 0.1% 0.7% 5.8% 4.5% 25.2% 63.7% 100.0%
A 8.0% 30.7% 26.9% 34.4% n/a n/a 100.0%
4 B 0.6% 4.2% 13.9% 20.0% 61.2% n/a 100.0%
C 0.2% 1.1% 6.9% 11.5% 31.6% 48.7% 100.0%
A 12.9% 33.0% 24.7% 29.3% n/a n/a 100.0%
5 B 0.8% 4.7% 14.6% 20.9% 59.1% n/a 100.0%
C 0.1% 1.2% 11.1% 15.6% 24.2% 47.7% 100.0%
A 15.3% 39.6% 25.0% 20.1% n/a n/a 100.0%
6 B 0.7% 10.3% 23.5% 25.1% 40.4% n/a 100.0%
C 0.1% 0.5% 8.5% 15.0% 38.3% 37.7% 100.0%
A 24.0% 40.8% 21.0% 14.2% n/a n/a 100.0%
7 B 1.1% 12.7% 26.9% 27.2% 32.1% n/a 100.0%
C 0.3% 0.6% 8.1% 14.4% 40.6% 35.9% 100.0%
A 32.2% 39.3% 13.1% 15.4% n/a n/a 100.0%
8 B 1.8% 16.1% 18.4% 26.9% 36.9% n/a 100.0%
C 0.2% 0.8% 4.6% 19.4% 27.7% 47.4% 100.0%
A 44.6% 41.7% 5.6% 8.2% n/a n/a 100.0%
9 B 1.9% 11.1% 26.4% 23.7% 36.9% n/a 100.0%
C 0.7% 2.0% 9.7% 27.1% 37.9% 22.5% 100.0%
A 47.2% 34.2% 13.0% 5.5% n/a n/a 100.0%
10 B 3.3% 11.6% 28.0% 23.5% 33.6% n/a 100.0%
C 1.1% 4.9% 17.5% 34.2% 22.8% 19.5% 100.0%
A 54.9% 23.9% 14.8% 6.4% n/a n/a 100.0%
11 B 4.6% 16.0% 19.9% 33.9% 25.6% n/a 100.0%
C 1.7% 4.5% 17.1% 32.6% 22.4% 21.6% 100.0%
A 64.3% 20.6% 7.5% 7.7% n/a n/a 100.0%
12 B 8.0% 11.9% 32.6% 22.4% 25.1% n/a 100.0%
C 2.8% 8.2% 23.8% 34.8% 10.5% 19.8% 100.0%
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43.1.3

By Grade

Table 4.3.1.3A
Proficiency Level by Grade (Count): Listening S302

Listening Proficiency Range

1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) 24,626 11,794 20,693 32,677 62,805 51,246 203,841
K (accountability) 51,112 20,746 17,932 11,923 32,179 69,949 203,841
1 4,892 10,535 30,868 46,918 91,944 16,179 201,336
2 2,876 6,561 16,335 18,243 110,748 32,845 187,608
3 939 6,685 19,397 15,298 73,211 48,681 164,211
4 1,042 5,076 12,013 17,721 43,069 26,232 105,153

5 1,298 4,538 11,347 15,638 29,186 20,918 82,925

6 1,475 6,193 11,788 14,320 25,821 14,294 73,891

7 2,328 7,003 12,372 14,390 24,829 13,959 74,881

8 3,100 7,637 7,539 15,333 19,773 17,324 70,706

9 7,822 10,443 11,839 17,621 23,901 7,942 79,568

10 4,301 5,883 10,538 12,970 11,949 4,499 50,140

11 3,222 4,285 6,883 11,612 8,171 4,027 38,200

12 2,831 3,190 7,848 8,335 4,694 3,101 29,999

Table 4.3.1.3B
Proficiency Level by Grade (Percent): Listening S302
Listening Proficiency Range

1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) 12.1% 5.8% 10.2% 16.0% 30.8% 25.1% 100.0%
K (accountability) 25.1% 10.2% 8.8% 5.8% 15.8% 34.3% 100.0%
1 2.4% 5.2% 15.3% 23.3% 45.7% 8.0% 100.0%
2 1.5% 3.5% 8.7% 9.7% 59.0% 17.5% 100.0%
3 0.6% 4.1% 11.8% 9.3% 44.6% 29.6% 100.0%

4 1.0% 4.8% 11.4% 16.9% 41.0% 24.9% 100.0%
5 1.6% 5.5% 13.7% 18.9% 35.2% 25.2% 100.0%

6 2.0% 8.4% 16.0% 19.4% 34.9% 19.3% 100.0%
7 3.1% 9.4% 16.5% 19.2% 33.2% 18.6% 100.0%
8 4.4% 10.8% 10.7% 21.7% 28.0% 24.5% 100.0%
9 9.8% 13.1% 14.9% 22.1% 30.0% 10.0% 100.0%
10 8.6% 11.7% 21.0% 25.9% 23.8% 9.0% 100.0%
11 8.4% 11.2% 18.0% 30.4% 21.4% 10.5% 100.0%
12 9.4% 10.6% 26.2% 27.8% 15.6% 10.3% 100.0%
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4.3.2 Reading

4.3.2.1 By Cluster by Tier

Table 4.3.2.1A
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Count): Reading S302

Reading Proficiency Range

Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 44,927 28,198 39,920 17,097 20,656 53,055 203,853
K (accountability) - 136,612 14,186 9,412 10,849 32,794 0 203,853
A 20,639 20,757 16,980 26,948 n/a n/a 85,324
1-2 B 2,772 7,977 33,604 28,812 120,726 n/a 193,891
C 1,444 4,440 16,953 14,111 29,797 42,709 109,454

A 9,265 9,527 4,175 6,202 n/a n/a 29,169
3-5 B 2,858 15,465 36,434 13,600 80,382 n/a 148,739
C 661 4,241 22,564 17,162 56,469 72,937 174,034

A 9,353 9,416 2,900 2,060 n/a n/a 23,729

6-8 B 3,800 21,123 29,125 5,607 22,636 n/a 82,291
C 1,488 20,293 36,822 15,335 21,116 18,246 113,300

A 11,232 10,882 3,455 3,537 n/a n/a 29,106

9-12 B 9,437 29,538 13,788 6,258 17,051 n/a 76,072

C 1,598 13,021 14,112 12,626 20,505 30,997 92,859

Table 4.3.2.1B

Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Percent): Reading S302

Reading Proficiency Range

Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 22.0% 13.8% 19.6% 8.4% 10.1% 26.0% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 67.0% 7.0% 4.6% 5.3% 16.1% 0.0% 100.0%
A 24.2% 24.3% 19.9% 31.6% n/a n/a 100.0%
1-2 B 1.4% 4.1% 17.3% 14.9% 62.3% n/a 100.0%
C 1.3% 4.1% 15.5% 12.9% 27.2% 39.0% 100.0%
A 31.8% 32.7% 14.3% 21.3% n/a n/a 100.0%
3-5 B 1.9% 10.4% 24.5% 9.1% 54.0% n/a 100.0%
C 0.4% 2.4% 13.0% 9.9% 32.4% 41.9% 100.0%
A 39.4% 39.7% 12.2% 8.7% n/a n/a 100.0%
6-8 B 4.6% 25.7% 35.4% 6.8% 27.5% n/a 100.0%
C 1.3% 17.9% 32.5% 13.5% 18.6% 16.1% 100.0%
A 38.6% 37.4% 11.9% 12.2% n/a n/a 100.0%
9-12 B 12.4% 38.8% 18.1% 8.2% 22.4% n/a 100.0%
C 1.7% 14.0% 15.2% 13.6% 22.1% 33.4% 100.0%
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4.3.2.2 By Grade by Tier

Table 4.3.2.2A
Proficiency Level by Grade by Tier (Count): Reading S302

Reading Proficiency Range

Grade Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 44,927 28,198 39,920 17,097 20,656 53,055 | 203,853
K (accountability) - 136,612 14,186 9,412 10,849 32,794 0 203,853
A 14,711 16,370 14,832 21,554 n/a n/a 67,467

1 B 1,642 2,562 15,264 17,879 53,726 n/a 91,073
C 778 1,578 7,254 7,083 11,510 14,434 42,637

A 5,928 4,387 2,148 5,394 n/a n/a 17,857
2 B 1,130 5,415 18,340 10,933 67,000 n/a 102,818
C 666 2,862 9,699 7,028 18,287 28,275 66,817

A 2,812 4,716 2,106 3,126 n/a n/a 12,760

3 B 664 4,488 17,361 5,752 46,621 n/a 74,886
C 184 953 4,827 4,793 29,796 35,873 76,426

A 3,065 2,857 1,032 1,818 n/a n/a 8,772

4 B 1,166 5,812 9,982 5,648 19,836 n/a 42,444
C 244 1,074 7,425 9,001 14,114 21,958 53,816

A 3,388 1,954 1,037 1,258 n/a n/a 7,637

5 B 1,028 5,165 9,091 2,200 13,925 n/a 31,409
C 233 2,214 10,312 3,368 12,559 15,106 43,792

A 2,138 3,826 1,151 811 n/a n/a 7,926

6 B 1,001 5,776 11,188 1,962 8,048 n/a 27,975
C 354 5,457 14,100 6,390 6,520 5,095 37,916

A 3,108 2,966 1,124 666 n/a n/a 7,864

7 B 1,291 7,271 10,507 1,850 7,218 n/a 28,137
C 532 7,263 12,179 6,052 6,964 5,853 38,843

A 4,107 2,624 625 583 n/a n/a 7,939

8 B 1,508 8,076 7,430 1,795 7,370 n/a 26,179
C 602 7,573 10,543 2,893 7,632 7,298 36,541

A 6,219 6,002 2,001 1,525 n/a n/a 15,747

9 B 2,382 9,946 7,692 1,717 6,802 n/a 28,539
C 298 3,492 5,588 4,817 7,704 13,417 35,316

A 2,518 2,816 741 1,069 n/a n/a 7,144

10 B 2,416 9,077 2,560 2,052 3,787 n/a 19,892
C 345 3,638 4,397 3,260 4,658 6,814 23,112

A 1,503 1,451 465 581 n/a n/a 4,000

11 B 2,299 5,816 1,984 1,785 3,657 n/a 15,541
C 491 3,223 2,222 2,535 3,878 6,355 18,704

A 992 613 248 362 n/a n/a 2,215

12 B 2,340 4,699 1,552 704 2,805 n/a 12,100
C 464 2,668 1,905 2,014 4,265 4,411 15,727
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Table 4.3.2.2B
Proficiency Level by Grade by Tier (Percent): Reading S302

Reading Proficiency Range
Grade Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 22.0% 13.8% 19.6% 8.4% 10.1% 26.0% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 67.0% 7.0% 4.6% 5.3% 16.1% 0.0% 100.0%
A 21.8% 24.3% 22.0% 31.9% n/a n/a 100.0%
1 B 1.8% 2.8% 16.8% 19.6% 59.0% n/a 100.0%
C 1.8% 3.7% 17.0% 16.6% 27.0% 33.9% 100.0%
A 33.2% 24.6% 12.0% 30.2% n/a n/a 100.0%
2 B 1.1% 5.3% 17.8% 10.6% 65.2% n/a 100.0%
C 1.0% 4.3% 14.5% 10.5% 27.4% 42.3% 100.0%
A 22.0% 37.0% 16.5% 24.5% n/a n/a 100.0%
3 B 0.9% 6.0% 23.2% 7.7% 62.3% n/a 100.0%
C 0.2% 1.2% 6.3% 6.3% 39.0% 46.9% 100.0%
A 34.9% 32.6% 11.8% 20.7% n/a n/a 100.0%
4 B 2.7% 13.7% 23.5% 13.3% 46.7% n/a 100.0%
C 0.5% 2.0% 13.8% 16.7% 26.2% 40.8% 100.0%
A 44.4% 25.6% 13.6% 16.5% n/a n/a 100.0%
5 B 3.3% 16.4% 28.9% 7.0% 44.3% n/a 100.0%
C 0.5% 5.1% 23.5% 7.7% 28.7% 34.5% 100.0%
A 27.0% 48.3% 14.5% 10.2% n/a n/a 100.0%
6 B 3.6% 20.6% 40.0% 7.0% 28.8% n/a 100.0%
C 0.9% 14.4% 37.2% 16.9% 17.2% 13.4% 100.0%
A 39.5% 37.7% 14.3% 8.5% n/a n/a 100.0%
7 B 4.6% 25.8% 37.3% 6.6% 25.7% n/a 100.0%
C 1.4% 18.7% 31.4% 15.6% 17.9% 15.1% 100.0%
A 51.7% 33.1% 7.9% 7.3% n/a n/a 100.0%
8 B 5.8% 30.8% 28.4% 6.9% 28.2% n/a 100.0%
C 1.6% 20.7% 28.9% 7.9% 20.9% 20.0% 100.0%
A 39.5% 38.1% 12.7% 9.7% n/a n/a 100.0%
9 B 8.3% 34.9% 27.0% 6.0% 23.8% n/a 100.0%
C 0.8% 9.9% 15.8% 13.6% 21.8% 38.0% 100.0%
A 35.2% 39.4% 10.4% 15.0% n/a n/a 100.0%
10 B 12.1% 45.6% 12.9% 10.3% 19.0% n/a 100.0%
C 1.5% 15.7% 19.0% 14.1% 20.2% 29.5% 100.0%
A 37.6% 36.3% 11.6% 14.5% n/a n/a 100.0%
11 B 14.8% 37.4% 12.8% 11.5% 23.5% n/a 100.0%
C 2.6% 17.2% 11.9% 13.6% 20.7% 34.0% 100.0%
A 44.8% 27.7% 11.2% 16.3% n/a n/a 100.0%
12 B 19.3% 38.8% 12.8% 5.8% 23.2% n/a 100.0%
C 3.0% 17.0% 12.1% 12.8% 27.1% 28.0% 100.0%
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4.3.2.3 ByGrade
Table 4.3.2.3A
Proficiency Level by Grade (Count): Reading S302
Reading Proficiency Ran
1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) 44,927 28,198 39,920 17,097 20,656 53,055 203,853
K (accountability) [ 136,612 14,186 9,412 10,849 32,794 0 203,853
1 17,131 20,510 37,350 46,516 65,236 14,434 201,177
2 7,724 12,664 30,187 23,355 85,287 28,275 187,492
3 3,660 10,157 24,294 13,671 76,417 35,873 164,072
4 4,475 9,743 18,439 16,467 33,950 21,958 105,032
5 4,649 9,333 20,440 6,826 26,484 15,106 82,838
6 3,493 15,059 26,439 9,163 14,568 5,095 73,817
7 4,931 17,500 23,810 8,568 14,182 5,853 74,844
8 6,217 18,273 18,598 5,271 15,002 7,298 70,659
9 8,899 19,440 15,281 8,059 14,506 13,417 79,602
10 5,279 15,531 7,698 6,381 8,445 6,814 50,148
11 4,293 10,490 4,671 4,901 7,535 6,355 38,245
12 3,796 7,980 3,705 3,080 7,070 4,411 30,042
Table 4.3.2.3B
Proficiency Level by Grade (Percent): Reading S302
Reading Proficiency Ran
1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) 22.0% 13.8% 19.6% 8.4% 10.1% 26.0% 100.0%
K (accountability) 67.0% 7.0% 4.6% 5.3% 16.1% 0.0% 100.0%
1 8.5% 10.2% 18.6% 23.1% 32.4% 7.2% 100.0%
2 4.1% 6.8% 16.1% 12.5% 45.5% 15.1% 100.0%
3 2.2% 6.2% 14.8% 8.3% 46.6% 21.9% 100.0%
4 4.3% 9.3% 17.6% 15.7% 32.3% 20.9% 100.0%
5 5.6% 11.3% 24.7% 8.2% 32.0% 18.2% 100.0%
6 4.7% 20.4% 35.8% 12.4% 19.7% 6.9% 100.0%
7 6.6% 23.4% 31.8% 11.4% 18.9% 7.8% 100.0%
8 8.8% 25.9% 26.3% 7.5% 21.2% 10.3% 100.0%
9 11.2% 24.4% 19.2% 10.1% 18.2% 16.9% 100.0%
10 10.5% 31.0% 15.4% 12.7% 16.8% 13.6% 100.0%
11 11.2% 27.4% 12.2% 12.8% 19.7% 16.6% 100.0%
12 12.6% 26.6% 12.3% 10.3% 23.5% 14.7% 100.0%
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4.3.3  Writing

4.3.3.1 By Cluster by Tier

Table 4.3.3.1A
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Count): Writing S302

Writing Proficiency Range
Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 36,149 60,841 34,266 28,805 38,130 5,649 203,840
K (accountability) - 119,172 40,889 25,262 12,868 5,649 0 203,840
A 11,849 54,991 18,534 0 1 0 85,375
1-2 B 13,720 85,270 93,667 1,251 1 0 193,909
C 2,667 21,936 73,696 11,159 43 1 109,502
A 3,727 7,522 11,201 6,506 218 1 29,175
3-5 B 1,782 10,591 44,693 85,068 6,653 53 148,840
C 361 2,034 13,244 110,455 46,309 1,607 174,010
A 4,493 8,027 9,442 1,735 30 2 23,729
6-8 B 4,037 12,607 45,557 19,731 390 3 82,325
C 1,955 9,078 68,680 33,087 468 5 113,273
A 3,991 8,656 14,473 1,902 45 1 29,068
9-12 B 3,864 4,983 25,079 34,648 6,998 411 75,983
C 1,812 1,864 13,041 41,755 30,897 3,292 92,661
Table 4.3.3.1B
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Percent): Writing S302
Writing Proficiency Range
Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 17.7% 29.8% 16.8% 14.1% 18.7% 2.8% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 58.5% 20.1% 12.4% 6.3% 2.8% 0.0% 100.0%
A 13.9% 64.4% 21.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
1-2 B 7.1% 44.0% 48.3% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
C 2.4% 20.0% 67.3% 10.2% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
A 12.8% 25.8% 38.4% 22.3% 0.7% 0.0% 100.0%
3-5 B 1.2% 7.1% 30.0% 57.2% 4.5% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.2% 1.2% 7.6% 63.5% 26.6% 0.9% 100.0%
A 18.9% 33.8% 39.8% 7.3% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
6-8 B 4.9% 15.3% 55.3% 24.0% 0.5% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.7% 8.0% 60.6% 29.2% 0.4% 0.0% 100.0%
A 13.7% 29.8% 49.8% 6.5% 0.2% 0.0% 100.0%
9-12 B 5.1% 6.6% 33.0% 45.6% 9.2% 0.5% 100.0%
C 2.0% 2.0% 14.1% 45.1% 33.3% 3.6% 100.0%
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Table 4.3.3.2B
Proficiency Level by Grade by Tier (Percent): Writing S302

Writing Proficiency Range
Grade Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 17.7% 29.8% 16.8% 14.1% 18.7% 2.8% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 58.5% 20.1% 12.4% 6.3% 2.8% 0.0% 100.0%
A 11.9% 61.7% 26.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
1 B 9.1% 48.6% 41.5% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
C 3.9% 26.9% 59.6% 9.6% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
A 21.3% 74.6% 4.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
2 B 5.3% 39.9% 54.3% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.5% 15.7% 72.2% 10.6% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
A 9.2% 22.6% 35.7% 31.2% 1.3% 0.0% 100.0%
3 B 0.9% 6.5% 22.9% 62.5% 7.2% 0.1% 100.0%
C 0.2% 0.9% 6.2% 56.7% 34.6% 1.4% 100.0%
A 13.9% 28.1% 39.2% 18.3% 0.4% 0.0% 100.0%
4 B 1.2% 7.8% 32.6% 56.0% 2.3% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.2% 1.5% 6.5% 66.0% 25.1% 0.7% 100.0%
A 17.5% 28.4% 42.0% 12.0% 0.2% 0.0% 100.0%
5 B 1.9% 7.6% 43.7% 46.0% 0.9% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.2% 1.3% 11.4% 72.2% 14.5% 0.4% 100.0%
A 8.9% 36.7% 41.0% 13.1% 0.3% 0.0% 100.0%
6 B 4.2% 13.4% 48.7% 32.9% 0.9% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.7% 6.8% 48.8% 41.9% 0.8% 0.0% 100.0%
A 19.7% 32.8% 40.7% 6.7% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
7 B 4.9% 13.9% 54.9% 25.8% 0.4% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.9% 7.1% 63.3% 27.5% 0.3% 0.0% 100.0%
A 28.1% 32.0% 37.7% 2.2% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
8 B 5.7% 18.9% 63.0% 12.4% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.6% 10.3% 70.1% 17.9% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
A 14.2% 30.5% 46.5% 8.5% 0.2% 0.0% 100.0%
9 B 3.3% 5.7% 22.2% 51.4% 16.4% 1.0% 100.0%
C 1.2% 1.4% 7.1% 27.5% 55.9% 7.0% 100.0%
A 12.1% 28.3% 54.0% 5.4% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
10 B 5.8% 6.8% 32.3% 47.7% 7.1% 0.4% 100.0%
C 1.8% 2.1% 13.3% 50.8% 29.7% 2.2% 100.0%
A 12.5% 25.6% 58.4% 3.5% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
11 B 5.9% 6.3% 39.7% 43.3% 4.6% 0.2% 100.0%
C 2.1% 2.1% 18.2% 59.6% 16.7% 1.2% 100.0%
A 17.8% 36.8% 43.7% 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
12 B 7.1% 8.7% 51.2% 31.3% 1.6% 0.1% 100.0%
C 3.7% 3.0% 26.0% 58.7% 8.0% 0.6% 100.0%
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4.3.4  Speaking

4.3.4.1 By Cluster by Tier

Table 4.3.4.1A
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Count): Speaking S302

Speaking Proficiency Range

Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 47,008 16,092 31,076 34,064 22,635 52,952 203,827
K (accountability) - 47,008 47,168 34,064 22,635 52,952 0 203,827
A 18,932 30,606 13,802 5,141 3,658 13,208 85,347
1-2 B 7,889 39,061 39,135 19,772 17,716 70,325 193,898
C 1,499 8,893 13,748 9,641 10,576 65,200 109,557

A 14,926 7,166 2,867 1,113 811 2,347 29,230
3-5 B 9,034 31,055 33,191 17,558 15,577 42,432 148,847
C 3,618 17,324 27,975 21,930 24,741 78,440 174,028

A 12,653 4911 2,789 1,545 523 1,325 23,746

6-8 B 3,759 9,173 16,851 18,296 9,133 25,055 82,267
C 1,466 4,543 13,536 23,871 16,236 53,554 113,206

A 18,440 4,779 2,503 1,285 532 1,513 29,052

9-12 B 7,673 10,819 13,106 10,991 7,316 26,066 75,971

C 2,245 4,409 10,136 13,026 11,697 51,079 92,592

Table 4.3.4.1B

Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Percent): Speaking S302

Speaking Proficiency Range
Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 23.1% 7.9% 15.2% 16.7% 11.1% 26.0% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 23.1% 23.1% 16.7% 11.1% 26.0% 0.0% 100.0%
A 22.2% 35.9% 16.2% 6.0% 4.3% 15.5% 100.0%
1-2 B 4.1% 20.1% 20.2% 10.2% 9.1% 36.3% 100.0%
C 1.4% 8.1% 12.5% 8.8% 9.7% 59.5% 100.0%
A 51.1% 24.5% 9.8% 3.8% 2.8% 8.0% 100.0%
3-5 B 6.1% 20.9% 22.3% 11.8% 10.5% 28.5% 100.0%
C 2.1% 10.0% 16.1% 12.6% 14.2% 45.1% 100.0%
A 53.3% 20.7% 11.7% 6.5% 2.2% 5.6% 100.0%
6-8 B 4.6% 11.2% 20.5% 22.2% 11.1% 30.5% 100.0%
C 1.3% 4.0% 12.0% 21.1% 14.3% 47.3% 100.0%
A 63.5% 16.4% 8.6% 4.4% 1.8% 5.2% 100.0%
9-12 B 10.1% 14.2% 17.3% 14.5% 9.6% 34.3% 100.0%
C 2.4% 4.8% 10.9% 14.1% 12.6% 55.2% 100.0%
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Table 4.3.4.2B
Proficiency Level by Grade by Tier (Percent): Speaking S302

Speaking Proficiency Range
Grade Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 23.1% 7.9% 15.2% 16.7% 11.1% 26.0% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 23.1% 23.1% 16.7% 11.1% 26.0% 0.0% 100.0%
A 18.4% 38.6% 16.7% 6.2% 4.4% 15.7% 100.0%
1 B 4.1% 25.6% 21.2% 10.0% 8.6% 30.6% 100.0%
C 1.5% 12.1% 15.4% 9.7% 9.5% 51.7% 100.0%
A 36.5% 25.7% 14.0% 5.2% 3.9% 14.7% 100.0%
2 B 4.0% 15.3% 19.3% 10.4% 9.7% 41.3% 100.0%
C 1.3% 5.6% 10.7% 8.2% 9.7% 64.5% 100.0%
A 45.8% 29.6% 10.2% 3.7% 2.7% 8.0% 100.0%
3 B 5.4% 24.0% 23.2% 11.5% 10.0% 26.0% 100.0%
C 1.8% 11.7% 17.2% 12.6% 14.0% 42.7% 100.0%
A 55.0% 20.9% 9.3% 3.8% 2.9% 8.0% 100.0%
4 B 7.1% 18.8% 21.8% 12.2% 10.8% 29.3% 100.0%
C 2.6% 9.7% 16.3% 13.2% 14.5% 43.8% 100.0%
A 55.3% 20.1% 9.8% 4.0% 2.8% 8.1% 100.0%
5 B 6.2% 16.2% 20.9% 12.1% 11.1% 33.5% 100.0%
C 2.0% 7.2% 13.8% 11.9% 14.4% 50.7% 100.0%
A 46.1% 24.3% 13.2% 8.3% 2.3% 5.9% 100.0%
6 B 3.7% 10.7% 20.2% 27.0% 10.5% 27.9% 100.0%
C 1.3% 4.4% 12.5% 26.4% 14.2% 41.3% 100.0%
A 56.5% 15.5% 12.7% 8.0% 2.2% 5.2% 100.0%
7 B 5.1% 8.3% 18.8% 26.0% 11.2% 30.7% 100.0%
C 1.3% 2.7% 10.2% 23.9% 14.5% 47.3% 100.0%
A 57.2% 22.3% 9.4% 3.3% 2.2% 5.7% 100.0%
8 B 4.9% 14.7% 22.6% 13.2% 11.7% 33.0% 100.0%
C 1.2% 5.0% 13.3% 12.6% 14.3% 53.6% 100.0%
A 69.6% 11.7% 7.9% 5.1% 1.5% 4.2% 100.0%
9 B 9.2% 8.4% 14.4% 21.1% 10.7% 36.2% 100.0%
C 1.9% 2.2% 7.4% 18.1% 12.8% 57.5% 100.0%
A 60.2% 20.7% 8.6% 3.0% 2.1% 5.4% 100.0%
10 B 12.0% 17.9% 18.8% 10.5% 9.0% 31.9% 100.0%
C 2.5% 5.8% 13.1% 11.6% 13.1% 53.9% 100.0%
A 53.8% 23.3% 10.1% 4.0% 2.0% 6.8% 100.0%
11 B 10.0% 18.4% 19.2% 10.5% 8.9% 32.9% 100.0%
C 2.7% 6.3% 13.3% 11.7% 12.2% 53.7% 100.0%
A 48.0% 24.4% 10.7% 4.7% 3.0% 9.2% 100.0%
12 B 9.2% 16.6% 18.8% 10.5% 9.1% 35.7% 100.0%
C 3.1% 7.1% 12.9% 11.4% 12.0% 53.5% 100.0%
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4.3.5 Oral Language Composite

4.3.5.1 By Cluster by Tier

Table 4.3.5.1A
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Count): Oral S302

Oral Language Proficiency Range
Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total

K (instructional) - 29,747 18,588 24,444 41,756 45,977 43311 203,823
K (accountability) - 51,598 29,375 33,562 17,908 28,069 43,311 203,823
A 11,305 21,318 31,714 8,565 12,372 0 85,274

1-2 B 1,821 9,002 59,496 37,141 86,351 0 193,811
C 598 3,383 13,116 15,331 35,904 41,167 109,499

A 8,285 9,772 7,050 1,896 2,195 0 29,198

3-5 B 1,761 10,930 37,649 43,908 54,537 0 148,785
C 499 3,017 14,673 28,869 57,223 69,676 173,957

A 10,390 6,767 3,874 1,649 1,024 0 23,704

6-8 B 1,670 8,283 17,127 28,130 26,969 0 82,179
C 482 1,005 6,366 20,153 38,503 46,587 113,096

A 16,354 7,830 2,692 1,331 727 0 28,934

9-12 B 3,167 11,033 15,884 19,721 25,809 0 75,614

C 1,506 2,739 9,730 22,616 31,411 24,153 92,155

Table 4.3.5.1B
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Percent): Oral S302

Oral Language Proficiency Range
Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 14.6% 9.1% 12.0% 20.5% 22.6% 21.2% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 25.3% 14.4% 16.5% 8.8% 13.8% 21.2% 100.0%
A 13.3% 25.0% 37.2% 10.0% 14.5% 0.0% 100.0%
1-2 B 0.9% 4.6% 30.7% 19.2% 44.6% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.5% 3.1% 12.0% 14.0% 32.8% 37.6% 100.0%
A 28.4% 33.5% 24.1% 6.5% 7.5% 0.0% 100.0%
3-5 B 1.2% 7.3% 25.3% 29.5% 36.7% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.3% 1.7% 8.4% 16.6% 32.9% 40.1% 100.0%
A 43.8% 28.5% 16.3% 7.0% 4.3% 0.0% 100.0%
6-8 B 2.0% 10.1% 20.8% 34.2% 32.8% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.4% 0.9% 5.6% 17.8% 34.0% 41.2% 100.0%
A 56.5% 27.1% 9.3% 4.6% 2.5% 0.0% 100.0%
9-12 B 4.2% 14.6% 21.0% 26.1% 34.1% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.6% 3.0% 10.6% 24.5% 34.1% 26.2% 100.0%
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Table 4.3.5.2B
Proficiency Level by Grade by Tier (Percent): Oral S302

Oral Language Proficiency Range
Grade Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 14.6% 9.1% 12.0% 20.5% 22.6% 21.2% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 25.3% 14.4% 16.5% 8.8% 13.8% 21.2% 100.0%
A 10.8% 24.8% 39.3% 10.3% 14.8% 0.0% 100.0%
1 B 1.1% 5.9% 35.5% 19.0% 38.5% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.6% 4.4% 15.8% 14.6% 29.2% 35.3% 100.0%
A 22.5% 25.8% 29.2% 9.0% 13.4% 0.0% 100.0%
2 B 0.8% 3.6% 26.4% 19.3% 49.9% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.5% 2.2% 9.5% 13.6% 35.1% 39.1% 100.0%
A 22.9% 36.4% 26.8% 6.3% 7.7% 0.0% 100.0%
3 B 0.9% 7.1% 27.7% 29.8% 34.4% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.2% 1.5% 7.6% 16.3% 29.2% 45.1% 100.0%
A 29.1% 32.7% 24.1% 6.7% 7.5% 0.0% 100.0%
4 B 1.3% 7.0% 24.3% 29.9% 37.5% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.3% 1.8% 9.8% 16.8% 32.5% 38.8% 100.0%
A 36.7% 29.6% 19.9% 6.6% 7.3% 0.0% 100.0%
5 B 1.6% 8.5% 20.9% 28.3% 40.8% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.3% 2.0% 8.2% 16.9% 39.8% 32.7% 100.0%
A 36.6% 31.2% 18.3% 8.9% 5.1% 0.0% 100.0%
6 B 1.5% 8.6% 19.8% 37.2% 32.9% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.3% 1.0% 5.4% 19.2% 36.3% 37.8% 100.0%
A 45.7% 27.1% 16.5% 6.6% 4.2% 0.0% 100.0%
7 B 2.0% 10.3% 21.9% 31.6% 34.1% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.5% 0.8% 5.9% 18.1% 32.0% 42.7% 100.0%
A 49.3% 27.4% 14.3% 5.4% 3.7% 0.0% 100.0%
8 B 2.6% 11.4% 20.8% 33.8% 31.4% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.5% 0.9% 5.5% 16.1% 33.9% 43.0% 100.0%
A 58.4% 27.1% 7.7% 3.8% 2.8% 0.0% 100.0%
9 B 3.2% 11.3% 16.5% 28.2% 40.8% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.2% 1.4% 6.1% 19.2% 36.7% 35.3% 100.0%
A 53.7% 27.9% 11.6% 3.9% 2.8% 0.0% 100.0%
10 B 4.3% 17.5% 20.7% 24.9% 32.6% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.6% 2.7% 11.5% 25.2% 37.1% 22.0% 100.0%
A 54.3% 27.3% 9.7% 6.6% 2.2% 0.0% 100.0%
11 B 4.6% 15.6% 25.8% 23.9% 30.0% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.8% 4.3% 12.4% 28.9% 28.9% 23.6% 100.0%
A 55.8% 23.2% 12.2% 8.8% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
12 B 5.8% 16.2% 26.0% 25.8% 26.2% 0.0% 100.0%
C 2.6% 5.3% 16.8% 30.4% 29.9% 15.0% 100.0%
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4.3.6 Literacy Composite

4.3.6.1 By Cluster by Tier

Table 4.3.6.1A
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Count): Literacy S302

Literacy Proficiency Range

Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 35,756 50,231 37,594 25,398 41,480 13,378 203,837
K (accountability) - 130,672 24411 24,653 16,739 7,362 0 203,837
A 14,422 40,333 30,528 1 0 0 85,284
1-2 B 3,770 41,938 141,538 6,522 1 0 193,769
C 1,080 12,036 41,307 33,761 18,698 2,493 109,375
A 5,056 10,071 9,198 4,723 52 0 29,100
3-5 B 1,460 10,991 46,374 82,937 6,863 1 148,626
C 301 911 16,158 57,529 74,659 24,333 173,891
A 6,265 9,640 6,796 978 9 0 23,688
6-8 B 2,795 17,396 42,224 19,417 352 1 82,185
C 885 10,954 59,272 31,887 8,517 1,640 113,155
A 6,172 12,513 8,620 1,686 26 0 29,017
9-12 B 4,007 13,933 27,815 23,782 6,253 27 75,817
C 1,166 3,011 15,659 28,418 30,496 13,732 92,482

Table 4.3.6.1B
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Percent): Literacy S302

Literacy Proficiency Range
Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 17.5% 24.6% 18.4% 12.5% 20.3% 6.6% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 64.1% 12.0% 12.1% 8.2% 3.6% 0.0% 100.0%
A 16.9% 47.3% 35.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
1-2 B 1.9% 21.6% 73.0% 3.4% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.0% 11.0% 37.8% 30.9% 17.1% 2.3% 100.0%
A 17.4% 34.6% 31.6% 16.2% 0.2% 0.0% 100.0%
3-5 B 1.0% 7.4% 31.2% 55.8% 4.6% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.2% 0.5% 9.3% 33.1% 42.9% 14.0% 100.0%
A 26.4% 40.7% 28.7% 4.1% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
6-8 B 3.4% 21.2% 51.4% 23.6% 0.4% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.8% 9.7% 52.4% 28.2% 7.5% 1.4% 100.0%
A 21.3% 43.1% 29.7% 5.8% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
9-12 B 5.3% 18.4% 36.7% 31.4% 8.2% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.3% 3.3% 16.9% 30.7% 33.0% 14.8% 100.0%
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Table 4.3.6.2B
Proficiency Level by Grade by Tier (Percent): Literacy S302

Literacy Proficiency Range
Grade Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 17.5% 24.6% 18.4% 12.5% 20.3% 6.6% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 64.1% 12.0% 12.1% 8.2% 3.6% 0.0% 100.0%
A 14.2% 47.9% 37.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
1 B 1.9% 23.1% 71.0% 4.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.3% 14.1% 41.3% 27.4% 13.7% 2.2% 100.0%
A 27.3% 44.8% 27.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
2 B 2.0% 20.3% 74.9% 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.8% 9.0% 35.5% 33.1% 19.2% 2.3% 100.0%
A 10.6% 34.0% 33.1% 21.8% 0.4% 0.0% 100.0%
3 B 0.6% 5.2% 26.2% 61.0% 7.0% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.1% 0.2% 4.2% 24.2% 53.4% 17.8% 100.0%
A 18.2% 36.0% 31.4% 14.4% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
4 B 1.0% 8.4% 32.3% 55.3% 3.0% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.2% 0.5% 9.6% 40.1% 37.4% 12.2% 100.0%
A 27.7% 34.0% 29.2% 9.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
5 B 1.9% 11.2% 41.7% 44.0% 1.2% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.2% 1.0% 17.9% 39.9% 31.6% 9.5% 100.0%
A 15.7% 42.0% 34.9% 7.3% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
6 B 2.1% 18.1% 49.2% 29.7% 0.8% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.6% 7.8% 51.9% 30.9% 7.3% 1.5% 100.0%
A 27.6% 39.8% 28.8% 3.8% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
7 B 3.4% 20.5% 51.2% 24.5% 0.4% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.8% 9.5% 51.8% 28.8% 7.6% 1.5% 100.0%
A 36.1% 40.3% 22.4% 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
8 B 4.7% 25.1% 53.9% 16.1% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.0% 11.8% 53.5% 24.7% 7.6% 1.4% 100.0%
A 22.1% 42.8% 27.8% 7.2% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
9 B 3.5% 12.6% 35.5% 34.0% 14.3% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.8% 1.7% 10.9% 25.8% 40.2% 20.6% 100.0%
A 18.7% 43.9% 31.5% 5.8% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
10 B 5.6% 20.1% 37.4% 30.3% 6.6% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.1% 3.3% 18.1% 32.7% 32.7% 12.1% 100.0%
A 19.3% 43.7% 34.2% 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
11 B 6.1% 21.8% 36.4% 31.1% 4.6% 0.0% 100.0%
C 1.5% 3.9% 20.1% 34.4% 27.9% 12.2% 100.0%
A 27.5% 42.0% 29.1% 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
12 B 8.0% 24.8% 38.6% 27.1% 1.5% 0.0% 100.0%
C 2.4% 6.1% 25.0% 34.4% 23.1% 9.1% 100.0%
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4.3.7 Comprehension Composite

4.3.7.1 By Cluster by Tier

Table 4.3.7.1A
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Count): Comprehension S302

Comprehension Proficiency Range
Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total

K (instructional) - 25,081 30,698 43,899 29,078 30,330 44,751 203,837
K (accountability) - 120,340 14,043 14,430 13,518 25,262 16,244 203,837
A 10,391 23,289 30,315 21,285 n/a n/a 85,280

1-2 B 1,393 3,083 32,275 43,076 114,006 n/a 193,833
C 499 2,560 14,327 15,359 35,404 41,295 109,444

A 4,744 11,712 7,478 5,207 n/a n/a 29,141
3-5 B 890 9,118 37,231 33,343 68,114 n/a 148,696
C 257 1,113 15,253 18,246 62,063 77,063 173,995

A 7,642 10,240 4,431 1,391 n/a n/a 23,704

6-8 B 1,217 16,036 31,877 18,351 14,748 n/a 82,229
C 364 4,247 27,849 20,784 36,308 23,678 113,230

A 12,065 11,721 4,111 1,136 n/a n/a 29,033

9-12 B 4,461 21,858 22,397 15,256 11,925 n/a 75,897

C 1,102 6,373 16,936 19,683 25,277 23,262 92,633

Table 4.3.7.1B
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Percent): Comprehension S302

Comprehension Proficiency Range

Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 12.3% 15.1% 21.5% 14.3% 14.9% 22.0% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 59.0% 6.9% 7.1% 6.6% 12.4% 8.0% 100.0%
A 12.2% 27.3% 35.5% 25.0% n/a n/a 100.0%
1-2 B 0.7% 1.6% 16.7% 22.2% 58.8% n/a 100.0%
C 0.5% 2.3% 13.1% 14.0% 32.3% 37.7% 100.0%
A 16.3% 40.2% 25.7% 17.9% n/a n/a 100.0%
3-5 B 0.6% 6.1% 25.0% 22.4% 45.8% n/a 100.0%
C 0.1% 0.6% 8.8% 10.5% 35.7% 44.3% 100.0%
A 32.2% 43.2% 18.7% 5.9% n/a n/a 100.0%
6-8 B 1.5% 19.5% 38.8% 22.3% 17.9% n/a 100.0%
C 0.3% 3.8% 24.6% 18.4% 32.1% 20.9% 100.0%
A 41.6% 40.4% 14.2% 3.9% n/a n/a 100.0%
9-12 B 5.9% 28.8% 29.5% 20.1% 15.7% n/a 100.0%
C 1.2% 6.9% 18.3% 21.2% 27.3% 25.1% 100.0%
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Table 4.3.7.2B
Proficiency Level by Grade by Tier (Percent): Comprehension S302

Comprehension Proficiency Range
Grade Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 12.3% 15.1% 21.5% 14.3% 14.9% 22.0% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 59.0% 6.9% 7.1% 6.6% 12.4% 8.0% 100.0%
A 10.0% 27.1% 38.2% 24.7% n/a n/a 100.0%
1 B 1.1% 1.4% 14.7% 27.9% 54.9% n/a 100.0%
C 0.7% 2.1% 14.4% 16.4% 34.8% 31.7% 100.0%
A 20.3% 28.2% 25.5% 26.0% n/a n/a 100.0%
2 B 0.4% 1.8% 18.4% 17.2% 62.3% n/a 100.0%
C 0.3% 2.5% 12.3% 12.6% 30.8% 41.6% 100.0%
A 8.8% 41.3% 29.6% 20.3% n/a n/a 100.0%
3 B 0.4% 3.6% 20.3% 22.5% 53.3% n/a 100.0%
C 0.1% 0.2% 3.0% 7.0% 36.8% 52.9% 100.0%
A 17.0% 42.1% 23.2% 17.7% n/a n/a 100.0%
4 B 0.7% 7.2% 29.6% 23.4% 39.2% n/a 100.0%
C 0.2% 0.6% 10.8% 13.3% 35.4% 39.7% 100.0%
A 27.9% 36.1% 21.9% 14.1% n/a n/a 100.0%
5 B 1.1% 10.8% 30.2% 20.9% 37.0% n/a 100.0%
C 0.1% 1.4% 16.4% 13.2% 34.0% 34.9% 100.0%
A 20.9% 47.1% 24.7% 7.3% n/a n/a 100.0%
6 B 0.7% 14.7% 41.3% 23.5% 19.8% n/a 100.0%
C 0.3% 2.4% 26.1% 20.1% 32.9% 18.3% 100.0%
A 34.4% 42.1% 18.0% 5.4% n/a n/a 100.0%
7 B 1.4% 19.9% 40.3% 22.6% 15.7% n/a 100.0%
C 0.4% 3.9% 25.8% 17.8% 31.0% 21.2% 100.0%
A 41.4% 40.3% 13.4% 4.9% n/a n/a 100.0%
8 B 2.4% 24.2% 34.4% 20.7% 18.3% n/a 100.0%
C 0.3% 5.0% 21.8% 17.2% 32.4% 23.3% 100.0%
A 42.6% 40.0% 13.3% 4.1% n/a n/a 100.0%
9 B 3.1% 22.7% 37.0% 19.3% 17.8% n/a 100.0%
C 0.8% 3.3% 16.5% 19.5% 31.2% 28.7% 100.0%
A 37.2% 43.4% 16.1% 3.3% n/a n/a 100.0%
10 B 5.0% 31.6% 30.2% 18.8% 14.4% n/a 100.0%
C 1.0% 7.2% 21.5% 21.6% 27.0% 21.7% 100.0%
A 40.4% 41.4% 14.4% 3.8% n/a n/a 100.0%
11 B 7.7% 34.2% 20.6% 22.9% 14.7% n/a 100.0%
C 1.4% 9.7% 17.1% 23.7% 23.4% 24.7% 100.0%
A 50.3% 31.1% 13.6% 5.0% n/a n/a 100.0%
12 B 11.6% 31.6% 22.1% 20.5% 14.2% n/a 100.0%
C 2.2% 11.1% 18.8% 21.8% 23.6% 22.5% 100.0%
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4.3.8 Overall Composite

4.3.8.1 By Cluster by Tier

Table 4.3.8.1A
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Count): Overall S302

Owerall Proficiency Range
Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 28,669 41,422 40,481 36,103 43,506 13,628 | 203,809
K (accountability) - 108,070 | 32,479 29,796 19,836 11,866 1,762 203,309
A 10,171 35,943 38,921 122 0 0 85,157
1-2 B 1,603 20,388 122,352 | 49,220 17 0 193,580
C 389 4,881 30,572 39,444 29,432 4,601 109,319
A 6,102 10,070 8,917 3,822 135 0 29,046
3-5 B 859 8,816 44,265 79,344 15,204 0 148,488
C 192 664 11,764 48,616 79,469 33,038 173,743
A 7,956 8,780 5,607 1,279 11 0 23,633
6-8 B 1,313 12,243 35,405 30,846 2,170 0 81,977
C 318 2,905 30,883 50,791 24,572 3,446 112,915
A 9,643 12,176 5,767 1,222 42 0 28,850
9-12 B 2,628 12,216 25,408 24,990 10,081 14 75,337
C 835 2,136 12,591 29,239 32,837 14,234 91,872
Table 4.3.8.1B
Proficiency Level by Cluster by Tier (Percent): Overall S302
Owrall Proficiency Range
Cluster Tier 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
K (instructional) - 14.1% 20.3% 19.9% 17.7% 21.3% 6.7% 100.0%
K (accountability) - 53.0% 15.9% 14.6% 9.7% 5.8% 0.9% 100.0%
A 11.9% 42.2% 45.7% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
1-2 B 0.8% 10.5% 63.2% 25.4% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.4% 4.5% 28.0% 36.1% 26.9% 4.2% 100.0%
A 21.0% 34.7% 30.7% 13.2% 0.5% 0.0% 100.0%
3-5 B 0.6% 5.9% 29.8% 53.4% 10.2% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.1% 0.4% 6.8% 28.0% 45.7% 19.0% 100.0%
A 33.7% 37.2% 23.7% 5.4% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
6-8 B 1.6% 14.9% 43.2% 37.6% 2.6% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.3% 2.6% 27.4% 45.0% 21.8% 3.1% 100.0%
A 33.4% 42.2% 20.0% 4.2% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0%
9-12 B 3.5% 16.2% 33.7% 33.2% 13.4% 0.0% 100.0%
C 0.9% 2.3% 13.7% 31.8% 35.7% 15.5% 100.0%
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Maximum Percent of

Cluster Tier Standard Score Mean Score Maximum
Social Instructional Language 12 5.97 49.77%
Language of Language Arts 9 4.59 50.95%
A Language of Math 9 4.67 51.89%
Language of Science 6 3.56 59.32%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.08 51.26%
Social Instructional Language 6 3.93 65.43%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.50 70.81%
6-8 B Language of Math 12 7.15 59.62%
Language of Science 9 4.78 53.10%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.50 61.06%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.22 70.35%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.01 66.75%
C Language of Math 12 7.34 61.14%
Language of Science 9 5.55 61.65%
Language of Social Studies 9 4.54 50.41%
Social Instructional Language 12 5.84 48.67%
Language of Language Arts 9 5.17 57.45%
A Language of Math 9 4.87 54.07%
Language of Science 6 3.32 55.41%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.67 61.21%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.33 72.21%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.08 67.35%
9-12 B Language of Math 12 7.22 60.14%
Language of Science 9 4.91 54.57%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.18 57.61%
Social Instructional Language 6 3.79 63.13%
Language of Language Arts 12 7.44 61.98%
C Language of Math 12 7.40 61.68%
Language of Science 9 5.18 57.55%
Language of Social Studies 9 4.75 52.81%
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4412 By Grade

Table 4.4.1.2
Mean Raw Score by Grade by Tier by Standard: Comprehension S302
Maximum Percent of
Grade Tier Standard Score Mean Score Maximum
Social Instructional Language 12 7.72 64.30%
Language of Language Arts 9 5.88 65.34%
A Language of Math 9 5.17 57.49%
Language of Science 6 4.14 69.01%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.61 60.23%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.19 69.84%
Language of Language Arts 12 6.57 54.75%
1 B Language of Math 12 6.64 55.32%
Language of Science 9 6.03 66.98%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.58 62.02%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.48 74.75%
Language of Language Arts 12 7.85 65.44%
C Language of Math 12 6.07 50.58%
Language of Science 9 5.11 56.80%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.41 60.13%
Social Instructional Language 12 7.96 66.35%
Language of Language Arts 9 6.31 70.09%
A Language of Math 9 5.62 62.47%
Language of Science 6 4.23 70.54%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.82 63.72%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.79 79.86%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.06 67.17%
2 B Language of Math 12 8.25 68.74%
Language of Science 9 7.20 80.02%
Language of Social Studies 9 6.85 76.08%
Social Instructional Language 6 5.15 85.86%
Language of Language Arts 12 9.50 79.19%
C Language of Math 12 7.52 62.63%
Language of Science 9 6.09 67.72%
Language of Social Studies 9 6.77 75.25%
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Maximum Percent of

Grade Tier Standard Score Mean Score Maximum
Social Instructional Language 12 6.92 57.63%
Language of Language Arts 9 3.81 42.30%
A Language of Math 9 4.58 50.87%
Language of Science 6 3.06 51.00%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.03 50.50%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.64 77.37%
Language of Language Arts 12 7.26 60.51%
3 B Language of Math 12 6.52 54.30%
Language of Science 9 4.95 55.02%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.11 56.76%
Social Instructional Language 6 3.53 58.77%
Language of Language Arts 12 7.31 60.88%
C Language of Math 12 4.66 38.80%
Language of Science 9 4.73 52.59%
Language of Social Studies 9 3.96 44.03%
Social Instructional Language 12 7.13 59.39%
Language of Language Arts 9 4.10 45.50%
A Language of Math 9 4.87 54.11%
Language of Science 6 3.25 54.21%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.33 55.57%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.89 81.49%
Language of Language Arts 12 7.95 66.25%
4 B Language of Math 12 7.06 58.85%
Language of Science 9 5.39 59.85%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.54 61.57%
Social Instructional Language 6 3.76 62.66%
Language of Language Arts 12 7.75 64.59%
C Language of Math 12 5.18 43.13%
Language of Science 9 5.07 56.39%
Language of Social Studies 9 4.35 48.37%
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Maximum Percent of

Grade Tier Standard Score Mean Score Maximum
Social Instructional Language 12 7.37 61.40%
Language of Language Arts 9 4.32 48.01%
A Language of Math 9 5.04 55.94%
Language of Science 6 3.43 57.23%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.56 59.31%
Social Instructional Language 6 5.08 84.66%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.53 71.06%
5 B Language of Math 12 7.55 62.90%
Language of Science 9 5.77 64.13%
Language of Social Studies 9 6.00 66.63%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.05 67.49%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.37 69.79%
C Language of Math 12 5.78 48.13%
Language of Science 9 5.55 61.70%
Language of Social Studies 9 4.94 54.93%
Social Instructional Language 12 5.84 48.69%
Language of Language Arts 9 4.47 49.64%
A Language of Math 9 4.51 50.07%
Language of Science 6 347 57.84%
Language of Social Studies 6 2.97 49.43%
Social Instructional Language 6 3.76 62.62%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.16 68.04%
6 B Language of Math 12 6.79 56.56%
Language of Science 9 4.53 50.29%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.09 56.52%
Social Instructional Language 6 3.93 65.51%
Language of Language Arts 12 7.23 60.29%
C Language of Math 12 6.81 56.77%
Language of Science 9 5.14 57.10%
Language of Social Studies 9 3.94 43.78%
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Maximum Percent of

Grade Tier Standard Score Mean Score Maximum
Social Instructional Language 12 5.98 49.83%
Language of Language Arts 9 4.58 50.86%
A Language of Math 9 4.67 51.91%
Language of Science 6 3.57 59.52%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.05 50.90%
Social Instructional Language 6 3.93 65.52%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.52 71.04%
7 B Language of Math 12 7.17 59.72%
Language of Science 9 4.81 53.44%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.51 61.25%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.25 70.86%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.05 67.11%
C Language of Math 12 7.35 61.26%
Language of Science 9 5.56 61.77%
Language of Social Studies 9 4.56 50.62%
Social Instructional Language 12 6.10 50.80%
Language of Language Arts 9 4.71 52.37%
A Language of Math 9 4.83 53.70%
Language of Science 6 3.64 60.60%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.21 53.45%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.10 68.35%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.82 73.53%
8 B Language of Math 12 7.53 62.78%
Language of Science 9 5.02 55.76%
Language of Social Studies 9 591 65.70%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.49 74.82%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.77 73.09%
C Language of Math 12 7.87 65.55%
Language of Science 9 5.96 66.24%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.14 57.06%
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Maximum Percent of

Grade Tier Standard Score Mean Score Maximum
Social Instructional Language 12 5.52 46.01%
Language of Language Arts 9 4.94 54.86%
A Language of Math 9 4.70 52.22%
Language of Science 6 3.19 53.21%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.56 59.32%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.38 73.04%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.10 67.51%
9 B Language of Math 12 7.12 59.32%
Language of Science 9 4.86 54.04%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.16 57.37%
Social Instructional Language 6 3.89 64.85%
Language of Language Arts 12 7.57 63.11%
C Language of Math 12 7.43 61.90%
Language of Science 9 5.20 57.82%
Language of Social Studies 9 4.74 52.64%
Social Instructional Language 12 6.05 50.44%
Language of Language Arts 9 5.36 59.57%
A Language of Math 9 5.00 55.58%
Language of Science 6 3.45 57.55%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.77 62.85%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.28 71.30%
Language of Language Arts 12 7.96 66.35%
10 B Language of Math 12 7.15 59.60%
Language of Science 9 4.85 53.90%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.12 56.91%
Social Instructional Language 6 3.75 62.43%
Language of Language Arts 12 7.33 61.10%
C Language of Math 12 7.27 60.60%
Language of Science 9 5.08 56.44%
Language of Social Studies 9 4.66 51.80%
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Maximum Percent of

Grade Tier Standard Score Mean Score Maximum
Social Instructional Language 12 6.44 53.63%
Language of Language Arts 9 5.55 61.71%
A Language of Math 9 5.18 57.59%
Language of Science 6 3.56 59.34%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.90 65.00%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.33 72.23%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.17 68.10%
11 B Language of Math 12 7.40 61.66%
Language of Science 9 5.02 55.79%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.26 58.50%
Social Instructional Language 6 3.73 62.21%
Language of Language Arts 12 7.43 61.92%
C Language of Math 12 7.49 62.46%
Language of Science 9 5.26 58.43%
Language of Social Studies 9 4.85 53.85%
Social Instructional Language 12 6.30 52.52%
Language of Language Arts 9 5.49 61.03%
A Language of Math 9 5.02 55.74%
Language of Science 6 3.40 56.74%
Language of Social Studies 6 3.74 62.26%
Social Instructional Language 6 4.30 71.74%
Language of Language Arts 12 8.12 67.67%
12 B Language of Math 12 7.32 60.98%
Language of Science 9 4.98 55.32%
Language of Social Studies 9 5.23 58.15%
Social Instructional Language 6 3.68 61.39%
Language of Language Arts 12 7.30 60.82%
C Language of Math 12 742 61.83%
Language of Science 9 5.18 57.55%
Language of Social Studies 9 4.81 53.42%
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4.4.2  Writing

4.4.2.1 By Cluster

Table 4.4.2.1
Mean Raw Score by Cluster by Tier by Standard: Writing S302

Mean Raw Score

Linguistic | Vocabulary | Language Percent of

Cluster | Tier Standard Complexity Usage Control Total | Maximum
A Social Instructional Language 5.18 4.81 4.24 14.23 19.76%
Social Instructional Language 1.18 1.92 1.20 4.30 23.88%
B Language of Math / Science 2.37 2.23 1.92 6.52 36.24%
1-2 Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 2.48 2.31 1.74 6.54 36.32%
Social Instructional Language 2.72 2.45 2.08 7.25 40.26%
C Language of Math / Science 2.85 2.73 2.19 7.76 43.13%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 2.94 2.63 2.19 7.75 43.07%
Social Instructional Language 2.05 1.88 1.54 547 30.38%
A Language of Math / Science 2.12 222 1.73 6.06 33.69%
Language of Language Arts 2.14 1.91 1.64 5.70 31.68%
Social Instructional Language 2.96 3.12 2.46 8.53 47.41%
3-5 B Language of Math / Science 2.94 3.06 2.56 8.55 47.50%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 2.84 2.30 2.29 7.43 41.25%
Social Instructional Language 3.23 3.45 2.78 9.46 52.58%
C Language of Math / Science 3.12 2.97 2.67 8.76 48.68%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.13 2.58 2.61 8.32 46.22%
Social Instructional Language 2.23 1.94 1.81 5.98 33.21%
A Language of Math / Science 2.12 1.67 1.74 5.53 30.70%
Language of Language Arts 2.29 2.07 1.73 6.10 33.88%
Social Instructional Language 3.30 2.92 2.68 8.90 49.43%
6-8 B Language of Math / Science 3.18 3.32 2.65 9.15 50.85%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.18 2.65 2.56 8.38 46.58%
Social Instructional Language 3.63 3.12 3.01 9.76 54.25%
C Language of Math / Science 3.66 3.73 3.06 1045 58.05%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.55 2.98 2.91 9.45 52.48%
Social Instructional Language 2.17 2.03 1.85 6.05 33.61%
A Language of Math / Science 2.23 2.05 1.69 5.98 33.20%
Language of Language Arts 2.42 2.16 1.76 6.34 35.22%
Social Instructional Language 3.52 2.93 3.01 9.45 52.50%
9-12 B Language of Math / Science 3.35 2.96 2.84 9.15 50.86%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.29 3.17 2.72 9.18 50.99%
Social Instructional Language 3.82 3.24 3.39 10.45 58.07%
C Language of Math / Science 3.36 3.64 3.04 10.04 55.78%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.73 3.61 3.17 10.52 58.45%
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4422

By Grade

Table 4.4.2.2
Mean Raw Score by Grade by Tier by Standard: Writing S302

Mean Raw Score
Linguistic | Vocabulary | Language Percent of
Grade | Tier Standard Complexity Usage Control Total | Maximum
A Social Instructional Language 5.13 4.76 4.15 14.04 19.50%
Social Instructional Language 1.21 1.88 1.11 4.19 23.27%
B Language of Math / Science 2.12 2.04 1.69 5.86 32.53%
1 Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 2.15 2.06 1.44 5.65 31.38%
Social Instructional Language 2.51 222 1.82 6.55 36.38%
C Language of Math / Science 2.51 2.53 1.87 6.91 38.39%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 2.60 2.38 1.85 6.82 37.91%
A Social Instructional Language 5.39 4.99 4.55 14.93 20.74%
Social Instructional Language 1.16 1.96 1.28 4.40 24.42%
B Language of Math / Science 2.60 240 2.12 7.11 39.52%
2 Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 2.78 2.54 2.01 7.33 40.71%
Social Instructional Language 2.85 2.61 2.24 7.69 42.74%
C Language of Math / Science 3.07 2.85 2.39 8.31 46.15%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.15 2.78 2.41 8.35 46.37%
Social Instructional Language 1.98 1.80 1.45 523 29.05%
A Language of Math / Science 2.06 2.15 1.65 5.85 32.53%
Language of Language Arts 2.07 1.86 1.56 5.49 30.49%
Social Instructional Language 2.86 2.99 2.34 8.19 45.52%
3 B Language of Math / Science 2.87 2.93 2.46 8.26 45.86%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 2.71 2.16 2.16 7.03 39.08%
Social Instructional Language 3.13 3.33 2.67 9.12 50.66%
C Language of Math / Science 3.02 291 2.57 8.50 47.20%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 2.99 241 2.48 7.89 43.85%
Social Instructional Language 2.05 1.89 1.55 5.49 30.51%
A Language of Math / Science 2.13 2.22 1.74 6.09 33.83%
Language of Language Arts 2.16 1.92 1.67 5.74 31.88%
Social Instructional Language 3.00 3.18 2.51 8.68 48.23%
4 B Language of Math / Science 2.97 3.12 2.60 8.68 48.24%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 2.89 2.35 2.33 7.57 42.08%
Social Instructional Language 3.25 347 2.79 9.50 52.80%
C Language of Math / Science 3.14 2.97 2.68 8.80 48.88%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.15 2.60 2.62 8.37 46.50%
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Mean Raw Score
Linguistic | Vocabulary | Language Percent of
Grade Tier Standard Complexity Usage Control Total [ Maximum
Social Instructional Language 2.17 2.00 1.67 5.84 32.44%
A Language of Math / Science 2.23 231 1.84 6.39 35.48%
Language of Language Arts 2.26 2.01 1.75 6.01 33.41%
Social Instructional Language 3.13 3.34 2.67 9.15 50.81%
5 B Language of Math / Science 3.06 3.28 2.73 9.07 50.40%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.07 2.57 2.52 8.16 45.31%
Social Instructional Language 3.40 3.63 2.98 10.01 55.64%
C Language of Math / Science 3.29 3.06 2.84 9.19 51.04%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.33 2.85 2.82 9.00 50.00%
Social Instructional Language 2.17 1.88 1.75 5.80 32.23%
A Language of Math / Science 2.05 1.62 1.67 5.34 29.65%
Language of Language Arts 2.25 2.05 1.70 6.00 33.32%
Social Instructional Language 3.18 2.83 2.54 8.55 47.49%
6 B Language of Math / Science 3.03 3.17 2.52 8.71 48.40%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.01 2.49 241 7.91 43.94%
Social Instructional Language 3.46 3.01 2.83 9.30 51.67%
C Language of Math / Science 3.48 3.59 2.88 9.94 55.23%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.34 2.77 2.70 8.81 48.97%
Social Instructional Language 2.23 1.93 1.80 5.95 33.07%
A Language of Math / Science 2.12 1.67 1.74 5.54 30.75%
Language of Language Arts 2.29 2.07 1.72 6.08 33.75%
Social Instructional Language 3.31 2.92 2.68 8.92 49.55%
7 B Language of Math / Science 3.19 3.35 2.67 9.21 51.18%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.19 2.65 2.57 8.41 46.72%
Social Instructional Language 3.64 3.12 3.02 9.79 54.40%
C Language of Math / Science 3.67 3.75 3.07 10.49 58.29%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.56 2.98 2.92 9.47 52.62%
Social Instructional Language 2.30 2.01 1.87 6.18 34.34%
A Language of Math / Science 2.19 1.71 1.80 5.71 31.70%
Language of Language Arts 2.35 2.10 1.77 6.22 34.56%
Social Instructional Language 3.43 3.01 2.81 9.25 51.37%
8 B Language of Math / Science 3.31 3.46 2.78 9.56 53.11%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.34 2.81 2.71 8.87 49.26%
Social Instructional Language 3.79 3.24 3.18 10.22 56.77%
C Language of Math / Science 3.84 3.85 3.23 10.93 60.70%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.76 3.20 3.11 10.07 55.97%
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Mean Raw Score
Linguistic | Vocabulary | Language Percent of
Grade Tier Standard Complexity Usage Control Total | Maximum
Social Instructional Language 2.06 1.95 1.75 5.77 32.04%
A Language of Math / Science 2.08 1.93 1.57 5.58 31.01%
Language of Language Arts 2.26 2.05 1.62 5.94 33.00%
Social Instructional Language 3.50 2.89 3.02 941 52.30%
9 B Language of Math / Science 3.35 2.93 2.87 9.15 50.86%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.29 3.15 2.73 9.16 50.89%
Social Instructional Language 3.84 3.22 3.44 10.49 58.30%
C Language of Math / Science 3.40 3.68 3.09 10.17 56.53%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.76 3.63 3.22 10.60 58.91%
Social Instructional Language 2.25 2.09 1.93 6.28 34.87%
A Language of Math / Science 2.36 2.14 1.79 6.28 34.90%
Language of Language Arts 2.55 2.25 1.86 6.66 37.00%
Social Instructional Language 3.49 2.90 2.97 9.35 51.93%
10 B Language of Math / Science 3.32 2.94 2.81 9.07 50.40%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.23 3.12 2.66 9.01 50.03%
Social Instructional Language 3.80 3.21 3.36 10.38 57.65%
C Language of Math / Science 3.33 3.61 3.00 9.93 55.17%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.70 3.58 3.14 10.42 57.91%
Social Instructional Language 2.37 2.17 2.02 6.56 36.44%
A Language of Math / Science 2.50 2.26 1.90 6.66 37.01%
Language of Language Arts 2.68 2.35 1.98 7.01 38.94%
Social Instructional Language 3.55 2.97 3.03 9.55 53.08%
11 B Language of Math / Science 3.39 3.00 2.86 9.25 51.36%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.34 3.23 2.75 9.32 51.78%
Social Instructional Language 3.84 3.28 3.37 10.49 58.26%
C Language of Math / Science 3.38 3.65 3.03 10.06 55.89%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.75 3.64 3.17 10.56 58.68%
Social Instructional Language 2.31 2.09 1.98 6.38 35.43%
A Language of Math / Science 245 2.18 1.87 6.49 36.08%
Language of Language Arts 2.64 2.26 1.97 6.88 38.24%
Social Instructional Language 3.55 2.99 3.02 9.57 53.15%
12 B Language of Math / Science 3.37 2.97 2.83 9.17 50.96%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.34 3.24 2.75 9.32 51.78%
Social Instructional Language 3.81 3.28 3.34 10.43 57.96%
C Language of Math / Science 3.32 3.58 2.97 9.88 54.87%
Language of Language Arts / Social Studies 3.71 3.60 3.12 10.43 57.95%
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4.4.3 Speaking

4.4.3.1 By Cluster

Table 4.4.3.2
Mean Raw Score by Cluster by Tier by Standard: Speaking S302

Maximum| Mean Raw | Percentage of
Cluster Tier Standard Score Score Maximum

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.35 78.46%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 2.87 57.47%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 241 48.27%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.84 94.72%

1-2 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.98 79.53%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.57 71.44%

Social and Instructional Language 3 293 97.68%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.50 90.01%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.24 84.82%

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.72 57.27%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 2.01 40.21%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.62 32.39%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.82 93.96%

3-5 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.73 74.52%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.49 69.81%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.92 97.36%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.24 84.82%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.10 81.95%

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.69 56.24%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 1.80 35.93%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.46 29.30%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.83 94.24%

6-8 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.97 79.48%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.55 70.91%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.93 97.55%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.44 88.88%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.11 82.21%

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.65 55.00%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 1.63 32.61%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.47 29.33%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.77 92.17%

9-12 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.83 76.56%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.44 68.77%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.90 96.73%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.50 89.99%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.16 83.23%
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4432 ByGrade

Table 4.4.3.1
Mean Raw Score by Grade by Tier by Standard: Speaking S302

Maximum| Mean Raw | Percent of
Grade Tier Standard Score Score Maximum

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.40 80.05%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 2.93 58.66%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 2.47 49.42%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.80 93.47%

1 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.79 75.90%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.39 67.75%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.90 96.79%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.33 86.66%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.05 80.90%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.18 72.52%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 2.65 53.03%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 2.20 43.96%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.87 95.82%

2 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.14 82.74%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.74 74.72%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.95 98.25%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.61 92.14%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.37 87.33%

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.77 58.98%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 2.06 41.23%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.62 32.46%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.81 93.75%

3 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.65 73.04%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.39 67.87%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.92 97.31%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.18 83.62%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.03 80.60%

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.68 56.05%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 1.97 39.47%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.60 32.03%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.82 93.94%

4 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.76 75.14%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 353 70.61%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.92 97.21%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.23 84.59%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.08 81.53%
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Maximum| Mean Raw | Percent of
Grade Tier Standard Score Score Maximum

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.67 55.81%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 1.97 39.38%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.63 32.69%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.84 94.51%

5 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.86 77.20%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.67 73.36%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.93 97.62%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.36 87.19%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.24 84.81%

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.73 57.81%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 1.86 37.24%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.52 30.42%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.82 93.91%

6 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.91 78.29%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.47 69.46%

Social and Instructional Language 3 291 97.09%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.34 86.80%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.97 79.45%

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.67 55.64%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 1.76 35.22%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.43 28.67%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.83 94.31%

7 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.98 79.60%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.55 71.07%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.93 97.66%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.45 89.09%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.12 82.34%

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.66 55.25%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 1.77 35.33%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.44 28.79%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.84 94.51%

8 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.03 80.63%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.61 72.29%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.94 97.93%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.54 90.83%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.25 84.94%

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.50 50.07%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 1.46 29.12%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.32 26.32%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.78 92.76%

9 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.94 78.86%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.53 70.68%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.92 97.31%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.58 91.65%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.24 84.73%
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Maximum| Mean Raw | Percent of
Grade Tier Standard Score Score Maximum

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.74 58.00%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 1.72 34.30%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.55 30.97%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.74 91.38%

10 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.72 74.33%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.34 66.73%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.90 96.65%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.49 89.74%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.14 82.86%

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.88 62.77%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 1.91 38.12%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.69 33.83%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.77 92.20%

11 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.77 75.34%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.38 67.68%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.90 96.58%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.45 88.90%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.12 82.43%

Social and Instructional Language 3 1.97 65.55%

A Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 2.07 41.41%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 1.84 36.83%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.76 92.04%

12 B Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 3.82 76.39%
Language of Mathematics/Science 5 3.45 69.02%

Social and Instructional Language 3 2.87 95.76%

C Language of Language Arts/Social Studies 5 4.40 87.95%

Language of Mathematics/Science 5 4.07 81.36%
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6.4.2.1  ReadiNg 0-8 A ...oeeieieieeeee e e 331
6.4.2.2 Reading 6-8 B ....ccoiiiiiiiieiieie e 338
6.4.2.3  ReadING 0-8 C ..oovveeieeeetee ettt 345
0.4.3  WITHNG 0-8...oneiiiiiieiieeiee ettt ettt ettt e et e st e e beesabeesbeessaeeseensseenseasnseenseas 352
0.4.3.1  WITHNGZ 6-8 A ..ottt ettt ettt et st na e et eeneenaeeneas 352
6.4.3.2  WITNG 6-8 B ..o 359
6.4.3.3  WITNGZ 6-8 C ..ottt ettt ettt 368
0.4.4  SPAKING 0-8 ....ooniiiiiieiieeieee ettt et ettt eab e e b e naeennaas 377
8.5  Grades: 9=12 ..o bbb 383
0.5.1  LiSteNING 9-12 ..ottt ettt et ettt e ennaas 383
6.5.1.1  LiStening 9-12 A ...eeoieoiieeeeeee ettt et e e e nrae s 383
6.5.1.2  Listening 9-12 B ....ooiiiiieiee et 391
6.5.1.3  LiStening 9-12 € ..ceuiiioiieeeeeeeeeee ettt e et e e e s 398
6.5.2 ReAAING 0-12 ...eiiiiiiiee e ettt et enneas 405
6.5.2.1  ReadiNg 9-12 A ...ooiiieeee e et 405
6.5.2.2  Reading 9-12 B ..c.oiiiieiieee et 412
6.5.2.3  ReadiNg 9-12 C .ot e 419
6.5.3  WITHNG 0-12 ..ttt sttt e st sbe e b sanens 426
6.5.3.1  WITNZ 9-12 A oottt et 426
6.5.3.2  WIING 9-12 B oottt 433
6.5.3.3  WIINGZ 9-12 C oottt ettt st e 442
6.5.4  SPAKING 9-12 ...ooniiiiiiiiiieiee et ettt ettt e naeennaas 451
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5. Analyses of Test Forms: Overview

This chapter contains two parts. The first part provides some background on the technical
measurement and statistical tools used to analyze ACCESS for ELLs. The second part explains
the results that are presented for each test form in Chapter 6.

5.1 Background

51.1 Measurement Models Used

The measurement model that forms the basis of the analysis for the development of ACCESS for
ELLs is the Rasch measurement model (Wright & Stone, 1979). Additional information on its
use in the development of the test is available in WIDA Technical Report 1, Development and
Field Test of ACCESS for ELLs (Kenyon, 2006). The test was developed using Rasch
measurement principles, and in that sense the Rasch model guided all decisions throughout the
development of the assessment and was not just a tool for the statistical analysis of the data.
Thus, for example, data based on Rasch fit statistics guided the inclusion, revision, or deletion of
items during the development and field testing of the test forms, and will continue to guide the
refinement and further development of the test.

For Listening, Reading, and Speaking, the dichotomous Rasch model was used as the
measurement model. Mathematically, the measurement model may be presented as

log( 2y =g, - p,
nio

where

(193] €699

Pni1 = probability of a correct response “1” by person “n” on item “i

€C_ 9 (1342

Pnio = probability of an incorrect response “0” by person “n” on item “i
Bn = ability of person “n”
Di = difficulty of item “i”

When the probability of a person getting a correct answer equals the probability of a person
getting an incorrect answer (i.e., 50% probability of getting it right and 50% probability of
getting it wrong), Pni1/Pnio is equal to 1. The log of 1 is 0. This is the point at which a person’s
ability equals the difficulty of an item. For example, a person whose ability is 1.56 on the Rasch
logit scale encountering an item whose difficulty is 1.56 on the Rasch logit scale would have a
50% probability of answering that question correctly.

For the Writing tasks, a Rasch Rating Scale model was used. Mathematically, this can be
represented as

where
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€9
1

Pnik= probability of person “n” on task “i” receiving a rating at level “k” on the rating scale

[13%2]
1

Pnik-1 = probability of person “n” on task “i” receiving a rating at level “k - 1” on the rating scale

(i.e., the next lowest rating)

€C_ 9

Bn = ability of person “n
Di = difficulty of task “i”
Fx = calibration of step “k” on the rating scale

All Rasch analyses were conducted using the Rasch measurement software program Winsteps
(Linacre, 2006). Rasch statistics are presented in several of the tables that follow. When speaking
of the measure of examinee ability, we use the term ability measure (rather than theta used
commonly when discussing models based on Item Response Theory). When speaking of the
measure of how hard an item was, we use the term item difficulty measure (rather than the b
parameter used commonly when discussing models based on IRT). Step measures refer to the
calibration of the steps in the Rasch Rating Scale model presented above. All three measures
(ability, difficulty, and step) are expressed in terms of Rasch logits, which then are converted
into scores on the ACCESS for ELLs score scale for reporting purposes (see Technical Report 1
for more details).

Rasch model standard errors also appear in the tables. These are an indication of the precision
with which the measures have been estimated. Unlike the Standard Error of Measurement (SEM)
based on classical test theory, which posits the same SEM for all persons, regardless of where on
the ability distribution they are, Rasch model standard errors are conditional on the individual’s
ability measure. All things being equal, if a person gets few items correct or few items incorrect,
the standard error of that person’s measure will be greater than if a person gets a moderate
number of items correct. In addition, for ability measures, standard errors are a function of the
number of items on a test form as well as the distribution and quality of the items (i.e., their fit to
the Rasch model).

Also included in some of the tables are fit statistics for the Rasch model. These statistics are
calculated by comparing the observed empirical data with the data that would be expected to be
produced by the Rasch model. Of the several statistics available, the mean square fit statistics
were used to flag items in the development of ACCESS for ELLs that needed to be deleted or
revised and are presented in the appropriate tables. Outfit mean square statistics are influenced
by outliers. For example, a difficult item that for some reason some low ability examinees get
correct will have a high outfit mean square statistic that indicates that the item may not be
measuring the same thing as other items on the test. Infit mean square statistics are influenced by
more aberrant response patterns and generally indicate a more serious measurement problem.
The expectation for both of these statistics is 1.00 and values near 1.00 are not of great concern.
Values less than 1.00 indicate that the observations are too predictable and thus redundant, but
are not of great concern. High values are more of a concern.

Linacre (2002, Autumn), the author of the Winsteps program, provides more guidance on how to
interpret these statistics for test items. He writes:

e values greater than 2.0 “distort or degrade the measurement system”
e values between 1.5 and 2.0 are “unproductive for construction of measurement, but not
degrading”
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e values between 0.5 and 1.5 should be considered “productive for measurement”
e values below 0.5 Linacre calls “less productive for measurement, but not degrading”

Linacre also states in this guidance that infit problems are more serious to the construction of
measurement than are outfit problems.

Because conservative guidelines were followed in the development of ACCESS for ELLs, the
vast majority of items and tasks on the test forms have mean square fit statistics in the range of
0.75 and 1.25, and fit the range that is “productive for measurement” according to the guidelines
above.

5.1.2  Sampling

The results presented in most of the tables in Chapter 6 are based on the full data set of all
students who were administered operational Series 302 of ACCESS for ELLs in the academic
year 2013-2014. Exceptions are Tables E, G, H, and 1. The equating summary tables (Table E)
use data from a sample of about 1,000 students rather than the entire population of students,
because the equating was done in the midst of the operational scoring. The item or task analysis
summary tables (Table G), the complete item analysis tables (Table H), and the raw score to
scale score conversion tables (Table I) use item and task difficulties from this equating.

5.1.3 Equating and Scaling

Complete information on the horizontal and vertical scaling of ACCESS for ELLs scores is
provided in Technical Report 1, Development and Field Test of ACCESS for ELLS®. In brief, this
scaling was accomplished during the field test based on an elaborate common item design, both
across tiers and across grade-level clusters, which spanned two series of complete test forms.
Concurrent calibration was used to determine item difficulty measures. These item difficulty
measures were used to create the ACCESS for ELLSs scale scores used for reporting results on
the test. Table D in Section 6 for each form provides the equation for converting Rasch ability
measures in logits to ACCESS for ELLs scale scores.

The operational test forms in Series 302 represent a partial refreshment of Series 301. That is,
while many items were common on both forms, certain folders on Series 301 were replaced with
new items (see Chapter 1.4). Thus, to place results on Series 302 onto the ACCESS for ELLs
scale score, items that were not revised or otherwise changed were anchored to the difficulty
values from Series 301, which itself had been anchored to Series 203. Table E in Section 6 for
each test form provides explicit information on the anchor items used for equating Series 302
results to those of Series 301.

5.1.4 DIF Analyses

Differential item analyses (DIF) attempt to investigate whether performances on items were
influenced by factors extraneous to English language proficiency (i.e., the construct being
measured on the test). In other words, it attempts to find items that may be functioning
differently for different groups based on criteria irrelevant to what is being tested. The
performance of students on the ACCESS for ELLs items was compared by dividing students into
two different groupings: first, males versus females; second, students of Hispanic ethnic
background versus students of all other backgrounds. (For both analyses, students for whom
gender or ethnicity was missing were excluded.) Two commonly used procedures for detecting
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DIF were used: one for dichotomously scored items (Listening, Reading, and Speaking) and one
for polytomously scored items (Writing).

5.1.4.1 Dichotomous ltems

Following procedures originally proposed by the Educational Testing Service (ETS), the Mantel-
Haenszel Chi-square statistic was used for dichotomous items. This procedure compares item-
level performances of students in the two groups (e.g., males versus females) who are divided
into subgroups based on their performance on the total test. It is assumed that, if there is no DIF,
at any ability level (based on performance on the total test), a similar percentage of students in
each group should get the item correct. The Mantel-Haenszel Chi-square statistic is used to
check the probability that the two groups performed the same on each item across the ability
groupings. The statistic is transformed into a scale called the “M-H delta” scale. This scale is
symmetrical around zero, with a delta zero interpreted as indicating that neither group is favored.
A positive result indicates that one group is favored; a negative result indicates that the other
group is favored.

Because DIF is measured on a continuous scale, and because most items are likely to show some
degree of DIF, it is useful to have guidelines to determine when the level of DIF is worrying. We
follow the guidance provided by ETS to classify items into DIF levels as follows:

o A (no DIF), when the absolute value of delta was less than 1.0
o B (weak DIF), when the absolute value of delta was between 1.0 and 1.5
o C (strong DIF), when the absolute value of the delta was greater than 1.5

The software program EZDIF (Waller, n.d.) was used to run the DIF analyses for all forms
containing dichotomous items. For each test form, the greatest number of ability level groupings
is used; however, for many test forms, students scoring some of the lowest and highest raw
scores need to be grouped together in order to have enough cases in each cell for the statistics to
be appropriately calculated. (Note that this software program uses a two-step purification
process; that is, items with C-level DIF in the first pass are removed from the matching variable
in the second stage, and the DIF is then recalculated for the remaining items.)

(For information on procedures for dealing with items with C-level DIF, see Section 1.4.5.)

5.1.4.2 Polytomous Items

For polytomous items (i.e., the Writing tasks), a similar approach is used. It is based on the
Mantel Chi-square statistic and the standardized mean difference following procedures again
developed by ETS. As with dichotomous items, the underlying assumption is that students who
performed similarly overall on the test should perform similarly on the individual tasks. To test
this assumption, students are placed into 6 groups based on their total raw score on the Writing
test. We determined these categories by calculating what the total raw score of a student scoring
WIDA Proficiency Levels 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, or 6 in each category would be. For example, a student
consistently scoring 1 would have a total score of 18 on a Tier B or Tier C form. A student
consistently scoring 2 would score a 36.

To divide the students into performance groups in this way, cut points were made halfway
between the above totals, such that students in Group 1 would have a total score of 0 to 27;
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Group 2 totaled 28 to 45; Group 3 totaled 46 to 63; Group 4 totaled 64 to 81; and Group 5 totaled
82 to 108. (Note that Group 5 contained students scoring in the 6 range. These two groups were
combined because there are so few students in that category.)

For each Writing task, performance was similarly categorized according to the scoring rubric.
Thus, raw scores of 0 to 4 were category 1 (i.e., up to a score totaling 4, such as 2-1-1, which is a
high 1 but not yet a 2); the raw scores of 5 to 7 were category 2; the raw scores of 8 to 10 were
category 3; the raw scores of 11 to 13 were category 4; the raw scores of 14 to 16 were category
5; and the raw scores of 17 to 18 were category 6. (The only exception to this was Kindergarten
Writing tasks, where there was much smaller spread of scores on the Writing tasks. In such
cases, total raw scores were used to determine categories.)

Following formulae provided by Zwick, Donoghue, and Grima (1993), an Excel spreadsheet was
programmed to take cross-tabulated data output by SPSS and calculate the Mantel statistic and
determine its probability of significance. This statistic gives an indication of the probability that
observed differences are the result of chance but does not indicate how significant that difference
is. To indicate how significant the difference is, the standardized mean difference (SMD)
between the performances of the two groups being compared is calculated. The standardized
mean difference compares the means of the two groups, adjusting for differences in the
distribution of the two groups being compared across the values of the matching variable. To
standardize the outcome, this difference is divided by the standard deviation (SD) of the item for
the total group. This calculation is also programmed into the Excel spreadsheet.

Following guidance proposed by ETS, polytomously scaled items are classified into DIF levels
as follows:

e AA (no DIF), when the Mantel Chi-square statistic is not significant; or, when it is
significant and the absolute value of (SMD/SD) is less than or equal to .17

e BB (weak DIF), when the Mantel Chi-square statistic is significant and the absolute value
of (SMD/SD) is greater than .17 but less than or equal to .25

e CC (strong DIF), when the Mantel Chi-square statistic is significant and the absolute
value of (SMD/SD) is greater than .25
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5.2 Descriptions

The following paragraphs describe the tables that follow and are repeated for each test form in
each domain.

5.2.1 Raw Score Information (Figure A and Table A)

Figure A and Table A relate to the raw scores on each test form. Listening, Reading, and
Speaking were scored dichotomously (i.e., right or wrong). Thus, the highest possible score was
the number of items on the test form. Each Writing task, however, could be awarded up to 18
points. Additionally, certain Writing tasks are weighted because of their potential to elicit higher
levels of writing ability. For cluster 1-2, Tier A has a weight of 3 for the fourth task. For clusters
1-2, 3-5, 6-8, and 9-12, Tiers B and C have a weight of 2 for the second task and a weight of 3
for the third task. Thus, the maximum number of points on each Writing test form varies from 54
for the Tier A forms for clusters 3—5, 68, and 9—12 to 108 for the Tier B and C forms and
cluster 1-2 Tier A (see Chapter 1.7.2).

For each test form, Figure A shows the distribution of the raw scores. The horizontal axis shows
the raw scores. The vertical axis shows the number of students (count). Each bar shows how
many students were awarded each raw score.

Table A shows, by each grade in the cluster and by total for the cluster:

e The number of students in the analyses (the number of students who were not absent,
invalid, refused, exempt, or in the wrong cluster)

e The minimum observed raw score
e The maximum observed raw score
e The mean (average) raw score

e The standard deviation (std. dev.) of the raw scores

5.2.2 Scale Score Information (Figure B and Table B)

Figure B and Table B relate to the ACCESS for ELLs scale scores on each test form. For each
test form, raw scores were converted to vertically-equated scale scores. (The raw score to scale
score conversion table for each test form is given as the last table—Table I—in each section.)

Thus, for each test form, Figure B shows the distribution of the scale scores. The horizontal axis
shows the scale scores based on performances on the test form. To provide full perspective, it
extends somewhat below and above the range of possible or observed scale scores. The vertical
axis shows the number of students (count). Each bar shows how many students were awarded
each scale score.

Table B shows, by each grade in the cluster and by total for the cluster:
e Number of students in the analyses
e The minimum observed scale score
e The maximum observed scale score

e The mean (average) scale score
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e The standard deviation (std. dev.) of the scale scores

Note that scale scores for Tier A and Tier B in Listening and Reading are capped. Within each
grade, the highest possible scale score for Tier A is the scale score corresponding to the cut score
for Proficiency Level 4 (i.e., proficiency level score of 4.0). For Tier B, the highest possible scale
score within each grade is the score corresponding to the cut score for Proficiency Level 5 (i.e.,
proficiency level score of 5.0). Because of these grade-level cut scores, the scale score associated
with a given proficiency level score increases by grade level within a cluster, and so the cap also
increases by grade level. For example, for Listening 3—5A, the scale score is capped at 325 for
Grade 3, 338 for Grade 4, and 350 for Grade 5 (see Table 6.3.1.1B). Thus, a third grade student
with a raw score of 18 (out of 18) on that test will have a scale score of 325, a fourth grader with
the same raw score will have a scale score of 338, and a fifth grader with the same raw score will
have a scale score of 350. However, all three students would have a proficiency level score of
4.0. For more information, see WIDA Technical Report 1, Development and Field Test of
ACCESS for ELLs (Kenyon, 2006).

Also note that, because the scale is vertically equated, the range of scale scores moves up the
scale from one cluster to the next. Thus, a second grade student with a raw score of 0 on the
Listening Tier A test would have a scale score of 108, while a fifth grade student with a raw
score of 0 on the Listening Tier A test would have a scale score of 120.

Similarly, scale scores at the lower end may be truncated so that the lowest achievable
proficiency level score is 1.0. Again, this results in a lower minimum scale score for students in
lower grade levels within a grade-level cluster.

The influence of these cuts will also be noticed in Figure B, as well as in many other tables
throughout the report.

5.2.3 Proficiency Level Information (Figure C and Table C)

Figure C and Table C provide information on the proficiency level distribution of the students
who took the test form based on their performance. Thus, for each test form, Figure C shows the
information graphically for the cluster as a whole. The horizontal axis shows the six WIDA
Proficiency Levels. The vertical axis shows the percent of students. Each bar shows the percent
of students who were placed into each Proficiency Level in the domain being tested on this test
form.

Each row of Table C shows, by each grade in the cluster and by total for the cluster:
e The WIDA Proficiency Level designation (1 to 6)

e The number of students (count) whose performance on the test form placed them into that
Proficiency Level in the domain being tested

e The percent of students, out of the total number of students taking the form (by grade or
by total for the cluster), who were placed into that Proficiency Level in the domain being
tested

(Note that for some domains for Kindergarten and Tier A tests, it was not possible to place into
all proficiency levels. Figure C and Table C also clearly show the effect of the scoring cap on
Tiers A and B.)
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For Kindergarten this information is provided for scores based on both the Accountability cut
scores and the Instructional cut scores.

5.2.4  Scaling Equation Table (Table D)

For each test form, Table D provides the scaling equation for that domain. This equation is used
to convert an examinee’s ability measure into the scale score. Because ACCESS for ELLs is
vertically equated (see 5.1.3 above), though each domain has its own equation, the same equation
is used across all tiers and grade-level clusters within each domain.

5.2.5 Equating Summary (Table E)

Each year a certain percentage of items on each ACCESS for ELLs test form are refreshed. A
post-equating procedure known as common item equating is used to equate results on new forms
to the older forms. This means that the difficulty measure of items appearing on the new form
that are the same as those on the older form are kept constant across both forms. Thus,
performances on the newer form may be interpreted in the same frame of reference.

Many items appearing on ACCESS for ELLs Series 302 also appeared on Series 301. All items
common to both forms were anchored in the first equating run. After the first equating run, some
items that were originally anchored proved to have changed in their difficulty measure. This
change is measured by the “Displacement” statistic. This statistic shows the difference between
the difficulty value of the anchored item and what its difficulty value would have been had it not
been anchored. For Listening and Reading items, and for Writing and Speaking tasks, if this
value was large (i.e., usually above .30 or below -.30), that item was unanchored in the final
equating run (i.e., it was treated as if it were a new item).

Table E presents a summary of the common item equating procedures. The first section of the
table compares the current test (i.e., the Series 302 version of that test form) to the previous
year’s test (i.e., the Series 301 version of that test form). The number of items, the average item
difficulty, the standard deviation of the item difficulty values, as well as the difficulty value of
the easiest and hardest item on each test form is presented. These values are in terms of logits
used in the Rasch measurement model.

The second section of the table presents information on the anchoring items. The total number of
possible anchors (i.e., all common items) is shown, as well as the standard deviation of those
items. Next, the number of items that were actually anchored (i.e., in general, those items whose
displacement values were below .30 or above -.30) in the final equating run is shown, again with
the average item difficulty and standard deviation. Finally, the percentage of items that served as
anchors and the average displacement value is given. Generally speaking, the greater the number
of tasks anchored and the closer the average displacement is to 0.00, the more trustworthy the
equating results will be.

The final section of Table E shows the location of the anchor items or tasks, both by order on the
test form and by order of difficulty. It is desirable that the anchored items appear throughout the
test form in order to ensure that no systematic bias affects performance on them (e.g., if they all
appear at the end of a test form, there may be a fatigue effect). It is also desirable that the anchor
items represent a wide range of difficulties across the entire spectrum of the item difficulty
values on a test form. The greater the representation across the difficulty range, the more
trustworthy the equating results will be. This section also provides information on displacement;
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that is, the difference between the difficulty value of the anchored item and what that difficulty
value would have been had the item not been anchored. Smaller displacement statistics indicate
more consistency between the item’s difficulty value on the Series 302 test form and on the
Series 301 test form. Typically, random displacements of less than 0.5 logits are unlikely to have
much impact on measurement in a test instrument (Linacre, n.d.).

Note that for the Writing tasks, this table also provides the anchored step measures for the total
score on each task. For the ACCESS Writing tasks, a rating scale model is used (see 5.1.1
above). Because a single generic rubric based on the generic WIDA Performance Level
definitions is used to score all of the Writing tasks across all of the grade-level clusters, we
modeled a rating scale that has the same step difficulty values across all Writing tasks across all
grade-level clusters. Thus, these values are the same for every Writing task on ACCESS. These
constant step difficulty values help to provide anchors in the calibration of new Writing tasks
onto the common WIDA score scale each year.

Note that because the Kindergarten test form was newly created for Series 200, it was not
equated to the Series 103 test. Therefore, Table E is not included for Kindergarten. For technical
details on the Kindergarten test, see MacGregor, Kenyon, Gibson, and Evans, (2009). In
addition, in the other grade-level clusters, scores for the Speaking test are based on a content
analysis rather than on equating to previous forms; therefore, Table E is included only to verify
that the raw score to scale score conversion remains within reasonable parameters.

Note that for Series 302, no equating was performed for Writing Tiers A for all grade clusters.
Also, no equating was performed for all Reading grade clusters. The results of the unequated
tests needed for certain tables were taken from the results of Series 301.

5.2.6  Test Characteristic Curve (Figure D)

For each test form, Figure D graphically shows the relationship between the ability measure (in
logits) on the horizontal axis and the expected raw score on the vertical axis. Five vertical lines
indicate the five cut scores for the highest grade in the cluster for the test form, dividing the
figure into six sections for each of the WIDA proficiency levels (Levels 1-6) for the domain
being tested. (Note that for some domains for Kindergarten and Tier A tests, it was not possible
to place into all six language proficiency levels. As would be expected, higher raw scores are
required to be placed into higher language proficiency levels. The relative width of each section
between the cut score lines, however, gives an indication of how many items on that form must
be answered correctly (or points on the Writing section must be earned) to be placed into a
WIDA language Proficiency Level.

5.2.7 Test Information Function (Figure E)

With the Rasch measurement model, as with any measurement model following Item Response
Theory (IRT), the relationship between the ability measure (in logits) and the accuracy of test
scores can be modeled. It is recognized that tests measure most accurately when the abilities of
the examinees and the difficulty of the items are most appropriate for each other. If a test is too
difficult for an examinee (i.e., the examinee scores close to zero), or if the test is too easy for an
examinee (i.e., the examinee “tops out”), accurate measurement of the examinee’s ability cannot
be made. The test information function shows graphically how well the test is measuring across
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the ability measure spectrum. High values indicate more accuracy in measurement. Thus, for
each test form, Figure E shows the relationship between the ability measure (in logits) on the
horizontal axis and measurement accuracy, represented as the Fisher information value (which is
the inverse squared of the standard error), on the vertical axis. The test information function,
then, reflects the conditional standard error of measurement.

Again, as in Figure D, five vertical lines in Figure E indicate the five cut scores for the highest
grade in the cluster for the test form, dividing the figure into six sections for each of the WIDA
language proficiency levels (1-6) for the domain being tested. (Note that for some domains for
Kindergarten and Tier A tests, it was not possible to place into all six language proficiency
levels. Note also that, although Listening and Reading scores on Tiers A and B were capped, all
5 horizontal lines indicating the cut points remain in this figure.) It is important that each test
form measure most accurately in the areas for which it is primarily used to make classification
decisions. In other words, optimally the test information function should be high for the cuts
between 1/2 and 2/3 for Tier A test forms; between 2/3, 3/4, and 4/5 for Tier B test forms; and
between 3/4, 4/5, and 5/6 for Tier C test forms.

5.2.8 Reliability (Table F)

In contrast to Figure E, which is based on the Rasch measurement model, Table F presents
reliability and accuracy information based on Classical Test Theory. It shows:

e The number of students

e The number of items

e Cronbach’s coefficient alpha (as a measure of internal consistency)

e The classical standard error of measurement (SEM) in terms of raw scores

Cronbach’s coefficient alpha is widely used as an estimate of reliability, particularly of the
internal consistency of test items. It expresses how well the items on a test appear to measure the
same construct. Conceptually, it may be thought of as the correlation obtained between
performances on two halves of the test, if every possibility of dividing the test items in two were
attempted. Thus, Cronbach’s alpha may be low if some items are measuring something other
than what the majority of the items are measuring. As with any reliability index, it is affected by
the number of test items (or test score points that may be awarded). That is, all things being
equal, the greater the number of items, the higher the reliability.

Cronbach’s alpha is also affected by the distribution of ability within the group of students
tested. All things being equal, the greater the heterogeneity of abilities within the group of
students tested (i.e., the more widely the scores are distributed), the higher the reliability. In this
sense, Cronbach’s alpha is sample dependent. It is widely recognized that reliability can be as
much a function of the test as of the sample of students tested. That is, the exact same test can
produce widely disparate reliability indices based on ability distribution of the group of students
tested. Because ACCESS for ELLs is a tiered test (that is, because each form in Tier A, B, or C
targets only a certain range of the entire ability distribution), results for reliability on any one
form, particularly for the shorter Listening test, may at times be lower than typically expected.

The formula for Cronbach’s alpha is
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where

n = number of items i

o> = variance of score on item i
o = variance of total score

Table F also presents the standard error of measurement (SEM) based on classical test theory.
Unlike IRT, in this approach, SEM is seen as a constant across the spread of test scores (ability
continuum). Thus, it is not conditional on ability being measured. It is, however, a function of
two statistics: the reliability of the test and the (observed) standard deviation of the test scores. It
is calculated as

SEM = SD./1-reliability

Traditionally, SEM has been used to create a band around an examinee’s observed score, with
the assertion in the view of classical test theory, that the examinee’s true score (i.e., what the
examinee’s score would be if it could be measured without error) would lie with a certain degree
of probability within this band. Statistically speaking, then, there is an expectation that an
examinee’s true score has a 68% probability of lying within the band extending from the
observed score minus 1 SEM to the observed score plus 1 SEM.

For the Writing tests (except Kindergarten, which is scored by the test administrator),
information on inter-rater reliability is also provided in Table F. This portion of the table shows,
for each of the three or four Writing tasks, the percent of agreement between two raters in terms
of the three features being rated: Linguistic Complexity (LX), Vocabulary Usage (VU), and
Language Control (LC). In this part of the table, the first column shows the Writing task (i.e., the
first, second, third, or fourth, if applicable). The second column shows the number of Writing
papers that were double scored. This number is generally 25% of all papers scored, chosen at
random during the operational scoring process. The next column shows the feature, while the
following columns show the rates of agreement: exact, adj (adjacent), and total sum of exact and
adjacent. When the two raters agreed on the score, an exact agreement was counted. If the two
raters were different in that feature by one point, an adjacent agreement was counted.

5.2.9 Item/Task Analysis Summary (Table G)

Table G provides a summary of the analyses of the items (for Listening and Reading) or the tasks
(for Writing and Speaking). The top part of the table gives an item or task summary. The first
column in this part states the type of item (MC for multiple choice or ECR for extended
constructed response). The next column shows the number of items or tasks on the test form. The
next column gives the average item or task difficulty value in logits. For the multiple-choice
items, the next column shows the average p-value. This is the average percent of correct items.
The last two columns give information on the Rasch model fit statistics (see 5.1.1). The first is
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the average infit mean square statistic; the second is the average outfit mean square statistic.
Optimally, these values should be close to 1.00.

The next section of Table G provides a summary of the findings of the DIF analyses (see 5.1.4).
The first column gives the DIF level: A, B, or C for dichotomous items or AA, BB, or CC for
polytomous tasks (i.e., Writing tasks). The next major columns show the contrasting groups in
the DIF analyses: either male versus female (Male/Female) or Hispanic versus other ethnicities
(Hispanic/Other). Even though DIF may be negligible (category A or AA), this table shows the
number of items that were favoring one group or the other at all levels of DIF. Optimally, even
when items are all in category A or AA, there should be roughly an even number of items
favoring each of the two groups to ensure that there is no systematic biasing test effect across
items.

For the Writing tasks, the last part of this table shows the distribution of the raw scores on each
task by total score category. (Recall that the total score for a task equals the sum of three feature
scores, which are scored from 1 to 6, for a maximum total of 18; however, papers that are written
in languages other than English or are totally incomprehensible may receive a score of 0, while
papers that demonstrate the ability to copy or write a few words in English may be awarded a
score of 1. The total score of 2 is impossible to achieve.)

5.2.10 Complete Item Analysis Table (Table H)

Table H presents results of the analyses of all of the items or tasks on the test form. The first
column provides a descriptive name of the item or task. The item or task names vary slightly
across domains and grade-level clusters, but they usually consist of characters that represent the
domain (e.g., “R” for Reading), the grade-level cluster (e.g., “g91” for Grades 9—12), the tier
(e.g., C, if applicable), the unique number in the item database (e.g., 3820), the WIDA Standard
(e.g., “MA” for the Language of Mathematics), the language proficiency level targeted (e.g.,
“p3”), the thematic folder name (e.g., “Cafeteria”), and the test series (e.g., 302). Note that for
Writing, “IT” stands for the “integrated” task, which requires more extensive writing and that
integrates Model Performance Indicators for WIDA ELD Standards SI, LA, and SS. Also, note
that for some Speaking and Kindergarten tasks, the naming system is a bit simpler, e.g.,

“1.S Al K 3027, which contains the item order, domain, the folder, the proficiency level, the
grade-level cluster, and the test series.

The second column in Table H presents the item difficulty in logits, while the third column
indicates whether that item served as a common item (except for Kindergarten), anchoring the
measurement scale to the results of the field test. For dichotomously scored items (Listening,
Reading, and Speaking), the fourth column shows the p-value (percent of correct answers on that
item or, in the case of Speaking, percent of students meeting the expectations of that task). The
next two columns show the Rasch fit statistics for the item or task, while the following columns
show the results of the two DIF analyses for that item or task. These last columns are interpreted
just as in Table G.

Note that in previous years, many of the Speaking tasks had high outfit values. This was
especially true for the easier tasks that appeared early in a folder. An investigation into the
response patterns to the Speaking test revealed a number of cases where either the test was
administered incorrectly or one or more ratings were wrongly recorded. As explained in 1.2.5, if
a student cannot meet the expectations of a task in a folder, the remaining tasks in that folder are
not administered, and are assigned a score of 0. However, we found many cases in which
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students received a score of 0 for one task in a folder, and a score of 1 for a later task in that
same folder. As a result, it appears that some students who would be expected to meet the
expectations of certain low-level tasks did not meet those expectations; the existence of these
outliers would increase the outfit value. Because these patterns indicate that either the test
administrator did not follow the administration procedures, or that one or more responses were
incorrectly recorded, we removed these responses from the data set when analyzing fit for the
Speaking test. Table 5.2.10 shows how many such cases were removed from the analysis for
each cluster.

Table 5.2.10
Rate of Speaking responses removed from fit analysis S302
Cluster No. of responses No. of responses removed | Percent of responses removed
1-2 388,802 15,829 4.1%
3-5 352,105 17,787 5.1%
6-8 219,219 5,977 2.7%
9-12 197,615 7,169 3.6%

Removing these items from the analysis helped to lower the outfit value for many of the
Speaking items. However, there are still some items with high outfit values. We continue to
investigate potential sources for these high outfit values.

Note also that the Kindergarten test used a new format starting with Series 200 (2008-2009). It
was equated to Series 103 through a separate study, reported on in MacGregor, Kenyon, Gibson,
and Evans (2009). Thus, the column labeled “Anchored?” is not included in Table H for the
Kindergarten test.

5.2.11 Complete Raw Score to Scale Score Conversion Chart (Table I)

The next table in this section, Table I, presents the raw score to scale score conversion table for
the test form. The first column shows all possible raw scores. The next one to four columns show
the corresponding scale score for each grade level in the grade-level cluster. Note that for
Listening and Reading items on Tier A, these have been capped to the scale score that represents
the Proficiency Level score of 4.0. On Tier B, these have been capped to the scale score
representing the Proficiency Level score of 5.0.

The next column shows the conditional standard error (i.c., from the Rasch analysis) in the
metric of the scale score. The last two columns show a lower bound (i.e., the scale score minus
one standard error) and an upper bound (i.e., the scale score plus one standard error) around the
scale score. In some cases the resulting lower bound is below 100, which has been set as the
lowest score on the scale. In those cases, the lower bound has been set at 100.

As can be clearly seen from the table, on any dichotomously scored test form, standard errors are
very large at the lowest and highest ends of the raw score scale. Because of this phenomenon and
because the scale scores are combined to form composite scores, the top scale scores for the
Listening and Reading forms were often adjusted for an end-of-scale effect on Tier C by
allowing the top scale scores to increase only at the same rate as the preceding scale scores. If
they were not adjusted, their effect in the composite scores might be excessive.

Thus, if the scale scores towards the high end of the raw score scale were increasing with each
raw score by 9 scale points before the group of adjusted scores, then each of the adjusted scores
would increase by only 9 scale points each. Because the lower and upper bounds were calculated
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based on the original logit scores, these adjusted scores do not fall in the middle of the range;
they fall toward the lower end of the range, but they always fall within the range. In other words,
the adjusted scale score is a very possible observed score for that number of raw score points
obtained.

Because on Tiers A and B the highest possible scores have been capped before the escalation of
scale scores due to large standard errors at the highest end of the raw score scale inflates them,
there has been no need to make any other adjustment to the scale scores for these tiers at the
extreme high end of the raw score range. Since the point at which scale scores are capped
depends on the proficiency level associated with the score, the caps take effect at lower scores
for lower grades within a cluster. In this case the scores have been marked in Table I as capped,
and the standard error, and low and high bound for the capped scale score, has been repeated in
the final rows of the table. In addition, at the lower end of the raw score scale, scale scores are
truncated when necessary so that the lowest scale score given is the scale score corresponding to
a proficiency level score of 1.0. As with the adjusted scores, the standard error and the lower and
upper bounds reported in Table I reflect the true scale score, not the truncated score.

5.2.12 Raw Score to Proficiency Level Score Conversion Table (Table J)

The final table, Table J, shows the interpretive Proficiency Level score associated with each raw
score. (Note that in previous annual technical reports, some of this information was included in
Table I; however, with the grade-level cut scores in effect, we have put this information in a
separate table for ease of reading.) The first column in Table J shows the raw score. The
remaining columns show the Proficiency Level score associated with each raw score/scale score
for each grade in the grade-level cluster, along with the percentage of students in that grade who
scored at that raw score/scale score/proficiency level score.

There are two things to note about this table. First, unlike scale scores, which are determined
psychometrically and have a one-to-one correspondence to raw scores regardless of the grade
level of the student, Proficiency Level scores are interpretations of the scale score. In Series 100
and 101, cut scores between proficiency levels were determined at the grade-level cluster level,
thus, for example, in the 3—5 grade-level cluster, a given scale score was associated with the
same Proficiency Level score for students in Grades 3, 4, and 5. Such a system, however, fails to
take into account that older children can be expected to perform better on the test due to general
cognitive growth over and above growth in English language proficiency. This effect can clearly
be seen in Tables A and B, where average scores on any test form tend to rise, albeit slightly, by
grade level. In order words, we would expect a fifth grader to perform better on the 3—5 grade-
level cluster test form than a third grader at the same underlying level of English proficiency. To
account for this effect, the WIDA Consortium adopted grade-level cut scores beginning with
Series 102 so that, for any given raw score/scale score, the Proficiency Level score now
associated with it differs according to the grade level of the student. (For details on how grade-
level cut scores were determined, see Kenyon et al., 2013.) The effect of this for Table J is to
require a separate column for each grade.

Second, because scale scores are capped on Listening and Reading for Tiers A and B at the scale
score corresponding to the proficiency level score of 4.0 (for Tier A) and 5.0 (for Tier B),
beginning with Series 102, this capped score is now dependent on the grade level (rather than
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dependent on the grade-level cluster level). These differences in the cap are also shown in Table
J on Tiers A and B for Listening and Reading.

For Kindergarten the Proficiency Level scores are provided based on both the Accountability cut
scores and the Instructional cut scores.
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6. Analyses of Test Forms: Results

Chapter 6 contains proprietary test information and is not publicly available. State educational agencies (SEAs) may
request this information; please contact us at help@wida.us.
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7. Analysis Across Tiers: Overview

7.1 Background

7.1.1 Reliability of Composites

Four composite scores are reported for ACCESS for ELLs: Oral Language Composite (Oral),
Literacy Composite (Litr), Comprehension Composite (Cphn), and Overall Composite (Over).
To estimate the reliability of these composite scores, a stratified Cronbach’s alpha coefficient
(e.g., Kamata, Turhan, & Darandari, 2003, April; Kane & Case, 2004; Rudner, 2001) is
computed, weighted by the contribution of each domain score into the composite. Specifically,
the formula is

o =1 = w,?o;f (1-pj)

c

where
k = number of components |

wj = weight of component j

oj? = variance of component |

oc® = variance of composite

pj = reliability coefficient of component j.

The data to compute the stratified Cronbach’s alpha is provided in the appropriate tables in
Chapter 8.

7.1.2  Accuracy and Consistency of Classification

For each domain across tiers, as well as for the four composite scores, we have produced tables
that indicate estimates of the accuracy and consistency of classification of examinees into the
WIDA ACCESS for ELLs language Proficiency Levels based on their performances on the test.
It is important to know the reliability of any student’s test score and the degree of precision with
which it has been measured (i.e., the estimate of the invariant standard error of measure [SEM]
of classical test theory and the estimate of the variable conditional standard error of the Rasch
measurement model). However, because decisions about students are ultimately made on the
basis of their classification into language proficiency levels on the basis of their performance on
ACCESS for ELLs, it is important to know how well these classifications are made. The
analyses that we used make use of the methods outlined and implemented in Livingston and
Lewis (1995) and Young and Yoon (1998) as implemented in the software program BB-CLASS
(Brennan, 2004) (cf. also Lee, Hanson, & Brennan, 2002).

In the approach of Livingston and Lewis (1995), the accuracy of a decision is the extent to which
decisions made on the basis of the administered test (i.e., the observed scores) would agree with
the decisions that would be made if each student could somehow be tested with all possible
parallel forms of the assessments; that is, decisions based on the examinees’ “true score.” On the
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7.2.5 Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Tables (Table E)

Table E presents three rows of information related to the accuracy and consistency of placement
into Proficiency Level categories based on WIDA ACCESS (see Chapter 7.1.2). With the
adoption of grade-level cut scores with Series 102, placement within a Proficiency Level now
depends on the grade level of the student. Therefore, we provide a separate table for each grade
level in a grade-level cluster. The first row provides overall indices related to the accuracy and
consistency of classification, as well as Cohen’s kappa. The second row of information shows
accuracy and consistency information conditional on level. The third provides indices of
classification accuracy and consistency at the cut points. These indices are perhaps the most
important of all when using any of these as an absolute cut-point (i.e., asking the question which
students have reached level six and which have not). Note that the consistency is generally
higher at the cut points than over the levels. For practical purposes, the primary score used for
such decisions are the Overall Composite scores.

Note that because of the scoring caps now imposed on Tier A and Tier B in Listening and
Reading, in several cases only a very small percentage of test takers get placed into Proficiency
Level 6. This outcome, combined with the range of observed scale scores, (which may be very
close to the 5/6 cut), and the reliability of the test, means that the accuracy conditional on level
for level 6 cannot be estimated. In such cases a hyphen (-) has been placed in the table. For
Writing, this result can also occur for both levels 5 and 6.

For Kindergarten, these tables are provided for both the Accountability cut scores and the
Instructional cut scores.
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Table 8.1.1Ci
Conditional Standard Error of

Measurement at Cut Scores: List K

S302 (Accountability)
Proficiency

Lewel Cut Score SEM
1/2 229 17.28
2/3 251 18.41
3/4 278 20.66
4/5 286 21.42
5/6 308 24.80

Table 8.1.1Cii

Conditional Standard Error of
Measurement at Cut Scores: List K

S302 (Instructional)
Proficiency
Lewel Cut Score SEM
1/2 175 17.28
2/3 204 16.91
3/4 240 17.66
4/5 279 20.66
5/6 322 27.43
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Figure 8.1.1D
Test Characteristic Curve: List K S302
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Test Information Function: List K S302
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Table 8.1.1D

Reliability: List K S302

Tiers No. of Students Reliability
- 203,841 0.934
Table 8.1.1E
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: List (Grade K) S302
(Accountability)
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.679 0.614 0.495
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.872 0.817
2 0.469 0.351
3 0.327 0.247
4 0.211 0.155
5 0.474 0.363
6 0.824 0.770
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.941 0.033 0.026 0.918
2/3 0.930 0.027 0.043 0.902
3/4 0.916 0.049 0.035 0.883
4/5 0.907 0.045 0.048 0.874
5/6 0.899 0.035 0.066 0.860
Table 8.1.1E
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: List (Grade K) S302
(Instructional
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.677 0.574 0.462
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.886 0.811
2 0.442 0.325
3 0.526 0.401
4 0.566 0.446
5 0.702 0.580
6 0.734 0.656
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.969 0.013 0.018 0.955
2/3 0.959 0.020 0.021 0.940
3/4 0.940 0.030 0.030 0.914
4/5 0.916 0.042 0.042 0.882
5/6 0.884 0.040 0.077 0.838
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8.1.2 Reading K

Figure 8.1.2A
Scale Scores: Read K $302
30,000
25,000
. 20,000
§ 15,000
© 10,000
so [ ] ez
0 | | | | | | | | Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Read K S302
95 125 155 185 25 245 275 No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
Scale Score 203,853 100 290 192.18 66.09
Table 8.1.2Bi
. . Proficiency Level Distribution: Read K S302
Figure 8.1.2Bi (Accountability)
Proficiency Level: Read K S302 Level Count Percent
(Accountability) ) 136,612 67.0%
80.0% 2 14,186 7.0%
o S00% 3 9,412 4.6%
5% 4 10,849 5.3%
20.0%
oo - — — . 5 32,794 16.1%
1 2 3 4 5 6 6 0 0.0%
Proficiency Level Total 203,853 100.0%
Table 8.1.2Bii
. . Proficiency Level Distribution: Read K S302
Flgure 8-1.2B" (Instmctlonal)
Proficiency Level.: Read K $302 Lewel Count Percent
(Instructional) K1 44.927 22.0%
;‘S’Ej K2 28,198 13.8%
£ 20.0% K3 39,920 19.6%
Eo K4 17,097 8.4%
5.0% . l K5 20,656 10.1%
0.0%
1 2 3 4 5 6 K6 53,055 26.0%
Proficiency Level Total 203,853 100.0%
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Table 8.1.2Ci

Conditional Standard Error of Measurement
at Cut Scores: Read K S302 (Accountability)

Proficiency Lewvel] Cut Score SEM
1/2 238 15.08
2/3 251 16.90
3/4 261 18.98
4/5 274 22.10
5/6 295 30.68
Table 8.1.2Cii

Conditional Standard Error of Measurement

at Cut Scores: Read K S302 (Instructional)

Proficiency Lewvel] Cut Score SEM
1/2 121 14.04
2/3 159 13.52
3/4 204 13.00
4/5 228 14.04
5/6 255 17.68
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Figure 8.1.2C
Test Characteristic Curve: Read K S302
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Figure 8.1.2D
Test Information Function: Read K S302
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Table 8.1.2D

Reliability: Read K S302

Tiers No. of Students Reliability
- 203,853 0.947
Table 8.1.2E
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Read (Grade K) S302
(Accountability)
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.821 0.787 0.583
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.943 0.929
2 0.337 0.252
3 0.240 0.176
4 0.293 0.213
5 0.872 0.772
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.934 0.039 0.027 0.910
2/3 0.937 0.032 0.031 0.913
3/4 0.943 0.029 0.028 0.919
4/5 0.948 0.033 0.019 0.926
Table 8.1.2E
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Read (Grade K) S302
(Instructional
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.771 0.699 0.603
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.902 0.835
2 0.574 0.459
3 0.700 0.589
4 0.388 0.289
5 0.922 0.881
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.944 0.020 0.036 0.922
2/3 0.940 0.033 0.026 0.915
3/4 0.936 0.029 0.034 0.910
4/5 0.940 0.032 0.028 0.914
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8.1.3

35,000
30,000
25,000

‘:E, 20,000

8 15,000
10,000

5,000
0

80.0%
60.0%

40.0

53

Percent

20.0%
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40.0%

30.0%

20.0

X

Percent

10.0%

0.0%

Writing K

Figure 8.1.3A
Scale Scores: Writ K S302

125 155 185

215

Scale Score

Figure 8.1.3Bi

(Accou

ntability)

" | ‘ | | L
245 275 305 335

Proficiency Level: Writ K S302

2

B -
3 4

Proficiency Level

Figure 8.1.3Bii

(Instructional)

Proficiency Level: Writ K $302

1 2

3 4

Proficiency Level
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Table 8.1.3A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Writ K S302
No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
203,840 100 339 210.63 65.58
Table 8.1.3Bi
Proficiency Level Distribution: Writ K S302
(Accountability)
Lewel Count Percent
1 119,172 58.5%
2 40,889 20.1%
3 25,262 12.4%
4 12,868 6.3%
5 5,649 2.8%
6 0 0.0%
Total 203,840 100.0%
Table 8.1.3Bii
Proficiency Level Distribution: Writ K S302
(Instructional)
Lewel Count Percent
K1 36,149 17.7%
K2 60,841 29.8%
K3 34,266 16.8%
K4 28,805 14.1%
K5 38,130 18.7%
K6 5,649 2.8%
Total 203,840 100.0%
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Table 8.1.3Ci

Conditional Standard Error of
Measurement at Cut Scores: Writ K

S302 (Accountability)

Proficiency
Lewel Cut Score SEM
1/2 225 18.35
2/3 259 19.90
3/4 295 26.43
4/5 323 33.90
5/6 350 38.87

Table 8.1.3Cii

Conditional Standard Error of

Measurement at Cut Scores: Writ K

S302 (Instructional)
Proficiency
Lewel Cut Score SEM
1/2 145 31.10
2/3 218 18.04
3/4 244 19.28
4/5 269 20.83
5/6 326 34.52
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Figure 8.1.3C
Test Characteristic Curve: Writ K S302
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Figure 8.1.3D
Test Information Function: Writ K S302
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Table 8.1.3D

Reliability: Writ K S302

Tiers No. of Students Reliability
- 203,840 0.922
Table 8.1.3E
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Writ (Grade K) S302
(Accountability)
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.740 0.689 0.482
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.941 0.914
2 0.610 0.465
3 0.386 0.344
4 - 0.259
5 - 0.139
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.922 0.034 0.044 0.893
2/3 0.902 0.021 0.077 0.863
3/4 0.909 0.091 0.000 0.898
4/5 0.972 0.028 0.000 0.971
Table 8.1.3E
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Writ (Grade K) S302
(Instructional
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.680 0.588 0.476
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.865 0.792
2 0.791 0.707
3 0.515 0.388
4 0.365 0.281
5 0.245 0.603
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.955 0.025 0.020 0.935
2/3 0.916 0.041 0.043 0.885
3/4 0.898 0.031 0.071 0.860
4/5 0.879 0.045 0.077 0.832
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8.1.4  Speaking K

Figure 8.1.4A
Scale Scores: Spek K $302
50,000
40,000
‘::: 30,000
8 20,000
10,000 | | | | | | | | Table 8.1.4A
0 I Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Spek K S302
95 125 155 185 215 245 275 305 335 365 No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
Scale Score 203,827 100 375 302.51 69.67
Table 8.1.4Bi
. . Proficiency Level Distribution: Spek K S302
Figure 8.1.4Bi (Accountability)
Proficiency Level: S.p.ek K S302 Lewel Count Percent
(Accountability) 1 47.008 3.1%
30.0%
25.0% 2 47,168 23.1%
£ 200% 3 34,064 16.7%
8 15.0%
8 10om 4 22,635 11.1%
5.0% I 5 52,952 26.0%
0.0%
1 2 3 4 5 6 6 0 0.0%
Proficency Level Total 203,827 | 100.0%
Table 8.1.4Bii
. . Proficiency Level Distribution: Spek K S302
Figure 8.1.4Bii (Instructional)
Proficiency Level.: Spek K $S302 Lewel Count Percent
(Instructional) K1 47.008 3.1%
o K2 16,092 7.9%
£ 20.0% K3 31,076 15.2%
E 100 K4 34,064 16.7%
5.0% . I K5 22,635 11.1%
0.0%
1 2 3 4 5 6 K6 52,952 26.0%
Proficency Level Total 203,827 | 100.0%
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Table 8.1.4Ci

Conditional Standard Error of
Measurement at Cut Scores: Spek K

S302 (Accountability)
Proficiency

Lewel Cut Score SEM
1/2 269 18.68
2/3 314 16.27
3/4 343 20.89
4/5 366 31.33
5/6 383 44.99

Table 8.1.4Cii

Conditional Standard Error of

Measurement at Cut Scores: Spek K

S302 (Instructional)
Proficiency
Lewel Cut Score SEM
1/2 256 20.89
2/3 285 17.07
3/4 308 16.27
4/5 342 20.49
5/6 365 30.53
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Figure 8.1.4C
Test Characteristic Curve: Spek K S302
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Figure 8.1.4D
Test Information Function: Spek K S302
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Table 8.1.4D

Reliability: Spek K S302

Tiers No. of Students Reliability
- 203,827 0.894
Table 8.1.4E-1
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Spek (Grade K) S302
(Accountability)
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.468 0.451 0.321
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.830 0.760
2 0.662 0.533
3 0.377 0.260
4 0.212 0.194
5 - 0.563
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.928 0.041 0.031 0.900
2/3 0.891 0.032 0.077 0.850
3/4 0.865 0.046 0.089 0.786
4/5 0.740 0.260 0.000 0.755
Table 8.1.4E-1
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Spek (Grade K) S302
(Instructional
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.652 0.563 0.419
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.871 0.797
2 0.312 0.234
3 0.474 0.357
4 0.360 0.264
5 0.794 0.721
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.938 0.029 0.033 0.910
2/3 0.914 0.047 0.039 0.883
3/4 0.888 0.031 0.081 0.850
4/5 0.859 0.061 0.080 0.790
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8.3.3

Writing 3-5

Figure 8.3.3A
Scale Scores: Writ 3-5 S302

14,000
12,000

70.0%

Figure 8.3.3B
Proficiency Level: Writ 3-5 $302

60.0%

I‘
S el,ooo §30.0%
4,000 20.0%
00 ,Mmu.hllm \iln.m_ ot | — . | .
210 240 270 300 330 360 390 420 450 1 2 3 4 5 6
Scale Score Proficiency Level
Table 8.3.3A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Writ 3-5 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
3 164,071 215 409 340.82 25.58
4 105,084 221 427 346.85 25.47
5 82,870 227 456 352.81 25.34
Total 352,025 215 456 345.45 25.95
Table 8.3.3B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Writ 3-5 S302
Grade 3 Grade 4 Grace 5 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 1,982 1.2% 1,857 1.8% 2,031 2.5% 5,870 1.7%
2 8,428 5.1% 6,593 6.3% 5,126 6.2% 20,147 5.7%
3 26,453 16.1% 20,757 19.8% 21,928 26.5% 69,138 19.6%
4 94,135 57.4% 60,918 58.0% 46,976 56.7% 202,029 57.4%
5 31,981 19.5% 14,553 13.8% 6,646 8.0% 53,180 15.1%
6 1,092 0.7% 406 0.4% 163 0.2% 1,661 0.5%
Total 164,071 100.0% 105,084 100.0% 82,870 100.0% 352,025 100.0%
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Table 8.3.3D

Weighted Reliability: Writ 3-5 S302

Weighted
Tiers No. of Students Reliability Reliability
A 29,175 0.918
B 148,840 0.935 0.924
C 174,010 0.915
Table 8.3.3E-3

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Writ (Grade 3) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.742 0.670 0.461
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewl 1 0.785 0.756
2 0.811 0.716
3 0.799 0.702
4 0.826 0.750
5 0.481 0.426
6 - 0.973
Indices at Accuracy
False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.995 0.003 0.002 0.994
2/3 0.983 0.008 0.009 0.977
3/4 0.949 0.024 0.027 0.928
4/5 0.834 0.070 0.097 0.774
5/6 0.993 0.007 0.000 0.994
Table 8.3.3E-2
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Writ (Grade 4) S302
Owrall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.779 0.717 0.507
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewl 1 0.747 0.784
2 0.812 0.715
3 0.839 0.749
4 0.762 0.758
5 - 0.304
6 - 1.000
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.992 0.005 0.003 0.993
2/3 0.978 0.012 0.010 0.973
3/4 0.944 0.022 0.034 0.924
4/5 0.858 0.142 0.000 0.828
5/6 0.996 0.004 0.000 0.999
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Table 8.3.3E-3

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Writ (Grade 5) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.820 0.766 0.588
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.837 0.835
2 0.768 0.658
3 0.868 0.785
4 0.808 0.792
5 - 0.198
6 - 1.000
Indices at Accuracy
False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.992 0.004 0.003 0.992
2/3 0.977 0.013 0.010 0.968
3/4 0.929 0.023 0.048 0.903
4/5 0.918 0.082 0.000 0.903
5/6 0.998 0.002 0.000 1.000
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8.3.4  Speaking 3-5
Figure 8.3.4A Figure 8.3.4B
Scale Scores: Spek 3-5 $302 Proficiency Level: Spek 3-5 $302
120,000 40.0%
100,000 35.0%
30.0%
. 80,000 2 25.0%
§ 60,000 g 20.0%
© 40,000 & 15.0%
1] 11
0 4= L P | I | | O:Oty: .
170 200 230 260 290 320 350 380 1 2 3 4 5 6
Scale Score Proficiency Level
Table 8.3.4A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Spek 3-5 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
3 164,141 175 403 355.70 44.80
4 105,094 176 403 358.06 45.60
5 82,870 177 403 361.87 46.17
Total 352,105 175 403 357.86 45.43
Table 8.3.4B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Spek 3-5 S302
Grace 3 Grace 4 Grace 5 Total
Lewl Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 11,295 6.9% 9,217 8.8% 7,066 8.5% 27,578 7.8%
2 30,686 18.7% 15,070 14.3% 9,789 11.8% 55,545 15.8%
3 31,833 19.4% 18,828 17.9% 13,372 16.1% 64,033 18.2%
4 18,702 11.4% 12,598 12.0% 9,301 11.2% 40,601 11.5%
5 18,485 11.3% 12,654 12.0% 9,990 12.1% 41,129 11.7%
6 53,140 32.4% 36,727 34.9% 33,352 40.2% 123,219 35.0%
Total 164,141 100.0% 105,094 100.0% 82,870 100.0% 352,105 100.0%
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Table 8.3.4C

Conditional Standard Error of Measurement at

Cut Scores: Spek 3-5 S302

Proficiency

Lewel Grade Cut Score SEM
3 293 19.08

1/2
4 299 19.48
5 305 19.68
3 326 20.89

2/3
4 329 21.09
5 333 21.49
3 346 22.29

3/4
4 348 22.49
5 350 22.69
3 369 24.90

4/5
4 371 25.31
5 374 25.71
3 389 27.31

5/6
4 391 27.52
5 394 27.52

WIDA ACCESS Annual Tech Rpt 10

536

Series 302 (2013-2014)
Return to Visual Table of Tables and Figures




Figure 8.3.4C
Test Characteristic Curve: Spek 3-5 S302
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Figure 8.3.4D
Test Information Function: Spek 3-5 S302
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Table 8.3.4D

Reliability: Spek 3-5 S302

Tiers

No. of Students

Reliability

352,105

0.891

Table 8.3.4E-1

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Spek (Grade 3) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.603 0.512 0.397
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.650 0.493
2 0.614 0.506
3 0.519 0.431
4 0.353 0.261
5 0.379 0.274
6 0.915 0.844
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.955 0.028 0.017 0.930
2/3 0.890 0.050 0.060 0.857
3/4 0.890 0.029 0.082 0.851
4/5 0.930 0.033 0.037 0.887
5/6 0.903 0.073 0.023 0.872
Table 8.3.4E-2
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Spek (Grade 4) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.591 0.501 0.380
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.718 0.576
2 0.524 0.420
3 0.513 0.426
4 0.360 0.269
5 0.350 0.247
6 0.901 0.825
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.954 0.027 0.019 0.929
2/3 0.898 0.050 0.052 0.868
3/4 0.890 0.029 0.082 0.854
4/5 0.923 0.033 0.044 0.877
5/6 0.884 0.087 0.029 0.844
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Table 8.3.4E-3

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Spek (Grade 5) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.576 0.480 0.345
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.716 0.578
2 0.475 0.378
3 0.505 0.420
4 0.347 0.259
5 0.297 0.206
6 0.886 0.812
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.956 0.027 0.018 0.932
2/3 0.905 0.049 0.046 0.879
3/4 0.893 0.026 0.082 0.862
4/5 0.926 0.031 0.043 0.879
5/6 0.848 0.115 0.037 0.792
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8.3.5 Oral 3-5
Figure 8.3.5A Figure 8.3.5B
Scale Scores: Oral 3-5 5302 Proficiency Level: Oral 3-5 $302
35.0%
25,000 30.0%
20,000 25.0%
£ 15,000 § 200%
S 5 15.0%
10,000 [
m 10.0% I
5,000 5.0%
o . oy
139 169 199 229 259 289 319 349 379 409 439 1 2 3 4 5 6
Scale Score Proficiency Level
Table 8.3.5A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Oral 3-5 S302
Grade No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
3 164,066 144 436 352.84 34.11
4 105,043 146 436 359.63 35.50
5 82,831 149 436 366.65 36.84
Total 351,940 144 436 358.12 35.62
Table 8.3.5B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Oral 3-5 S302
Grace 3 Grace 4 Grace 5 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 3,809 2.3% 3,282 3.1% 3,454 4.2% 10,545 3.0%
2 11,130 6.8% 6,802 6.5% 5,787 7.0% 23,719 6.7%
3 29,982 18.3% 17,709 16.9% 11,681 14.1% 59,372 16.9%
4 35,592 21.7% 22,292 21.2% 16,789 20.3% 74,673 21.2%
5 49,079 29.9% 34,075 32.4% 30,801 37.2% 113,955 32.4%
6 34,474 21.0% 20,883 19.9% 14,319 17.3% 69,676 19.8%
Total 164,066 100.0% 105,043 100.0% 82,831 100.0% 351,940 100.0%
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Table 8.3.5C
n/a

Figure 8.3.5C
n/a
Figure 8.3.5D
n/a
Table 8.3.5D
Oral Composite Reliability: Oral 3-5 S302
Component Weight Variance Reliability
Listening 0.50 1377.820 0.657
Speaking 0.50 2058.602 0.891
Oral 1266.567 0.863
Table 8.3.5E-1
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Oral (Grade 3) S302
Owrall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.612 0.497 0.358
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.824 0.657
2 0.586 0.429
3 0.619 0.487
4 0.506 0.402
5 0.596 0.492
6 0.727 0.604
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.989 0.003 0.008 0.984
2/3 0.956 0.023 0.022 0.933
3/4 0.896 0.044 0.060 0.857
4/5 0.870 0.056 0.074 0.819
5/6 0.885 0.057 0.058 0.838
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Table 8.3.5E-2

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Oral (Grade 4) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.591 0.475 0.326
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.836 0.690
2 0.557 0.405
3 0.609 0.475
4 0.507 0.397
5 0.588 0.492
6 0.649 0.517
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.986 0.004 0.009 0.980
2/3 0.957 0.023 0.020 0.935
3/4 0.902 0.040 0.058 0.865
4/5 0.869 0.052 0.078 0.818
5/6 0.860 0.071 0.069 0.809
Table 8.3.5E-3
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Oral (Grade 5) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.581 0.468 0.308
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.844 0.714
2 0.561 0.415
3 0.558 0.425
4 0.500 0.384
5 0.616 0.538
6 0.560 0.424
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.983 0.006 0.011 0.976
2/3 0.955 0.022 0.022 0.934
3/4 0.910 0.037 0.052 0.876
4/5 0.869 0.054 0.077 0.816
5/6 0.847 0.082 0.071 0.797
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8.3.6  Literacy Composite 3-5

Figure 8.3.6A
Scale Scores: Litr 3-5 S302
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Proficiency Level: Litr 3-5 $302
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Scale Score Proficiency Level
Table 8.3.6 A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Litr 3-5 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
3 163,916 187 422 336.47 23.14
4 104,940 194 433 344.14 24.14
5 82,761 201 436 351.43 25.19
Total 351,617 187 436 342.28 24.68
Table 8.3.6B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Litr 3-5 S302
Grade 3 Grace 4 Grace 5 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 1,908 1.2% 2,137 2.0% 2,772 3.3% 6,817 1.9%
2 8,438 5.1% 6,992 6.7% 6,543 7.9% 21,973 6.2%
3 26,975 16.5% 21,617 20.6% 23,138 28.0% 71,730 20.4%
4 66,967 40.9% 46,272 44.1% 31,950 38.6% 145,189 41.3%
5 46,008 28.1% 21,384 20.4% 14,182 17.1% 81,574 23.2%
6 13,620 8.3% 6,538 6.2% 4,176 5.0% 24,334 6.9%
Total 163,916 100.0% 104,940 100.0% 82,761 100.0% 351,617 100.0%
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Table 8.3.6C
n/a

Figure 8.3.6C

n/a

Figure 8.3.6D

n/a

Table 8.3.6D

Literacy Composite Reliability: Litr 3-5 S302

Component Weight Variance Reliability

Reading 0.50 781.583 0.779
Writing 0.50 672.252 0.924
Literacy 608.817 0.908

*Variances from students who had results in all four domains

Table 8.3.6E-1
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Litr (Grade 3) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.705 0.617 0.471
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.846 0.725
2 0.759 0.636
3 0.698 0.575
4 0.808 0.723
5 0.606 0.556
6 0.714 0.472
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.995 0.002 0.003 0.993
2/3 0.979 0.009 0.012 0.970
3/4 0.926 0.041 0.033 0.893
4/5 0.885 0.036 0.079 0.842
5/6 0.919 0.079 0.002 0.914
WIDA ACCESS Annual Tech Rpt 10 544

Return to Visual

Series 302 (2013-2014)
Table of Tables and Figures




Table 8.3.6E-2

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Litr (Grade 4) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.691 0.596 0.444
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.863 0.763
2 0.752 0.632
3 0.724 0.607
4 0.802 0.708
5 0.520 0.455
6 - 0.336
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.993 0.003 0.005 0.990
2/3 0.974 0.012 0.014 0.962
3/4 0.915 0.044 0.041 0.878
4/5 0.870 0.034 0.095 0.821
5/6 0.938 0.062 0.000 0.932
Table 8.3.6E-3
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Litr (Grade 5) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.688 0.588 0.445
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.881 0.794
2 0.695 0.566
3 0.763 0.659
4 0.743 0.641
5 0.513 0.439
6 - 0.334
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.989 0.004 0.007 0.985
2/3 0.964 0.018 0.017 0.948
3/4 0.899 0.047 0.054 0.858
4/5 0.885 0.037 0.078 0.837
5/6 0.950 0.050 0.000 0.946
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8.3.7 Comprehension Composite 3-5
Figure 8.3.7A Figure 8.3.7B
Scale Scores: Cphn 3-5 5302 Proficiency Level: Cphn 3-5 5302
40,000 40.0%
35.0%
30,000 30.0%
. 2 25.0%
32 20,000 8 20.0%
© & 15.0%
10,000 10.0% I I
5.0%
0 e - L 0.0% - — .
139 169 199 229 259 289 319 349 379 409 439 1 2 3 4 5 6
Scale Score Proficiency Level
Table 8.3.7A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Cphn 3-5 S302
Grade No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
3 164,030 144 454 337.18 26.39
4 104,998 151 454 346.95 27.94
5 82,804 159 454 355.99 29.73
Total 351,832 144 454 344.52 28.70
Table 8.3.7B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Cphn 3-5 S302
Grace 3 Grace 4 Grace 5 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 1,507 0.9% 1,868 1.8% 2,516 3.0% 5,891 1.7%
2 8,114 4.9% 7,035 6.7% 6,794 8.2% 21,943 6.2%
3 21,263 13.0% 20,392 19.4% 18,307 22.1% 59,962 17.0%
4 24,724 15.1% 18,647 17.8% 13,425 16.2% 56,796 16.1%
5 67,993 41.5% 35,685 34.0% 26,499 32.0% 130,177 37.0%
6 40,429 24.6% 21,371 20.4% 15,263 18.4% 77,063 21.9%
Total 164,030 100.0% 104,998 100.0% 82,804 100.0% 351,832 100.0%
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Table 8.3.7C
n/a

Figure 8.3.7C

n/a

Figure 8.3.7D

n/a

Table 8.3.7D

Comprehension Composite Reliability: Cphn 3-5 S302

Component Weight Variance Reliability
Listening 0.30 1377.820 0.657
Reading 0.70 781.583 0.779
Comprehension 822.711 0.845

*Variances from students who had results in all four domains

Table 8.3.7E-1
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Cphn (Grade 3) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.634 0.524 0.356
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.781 0.548
2 0.653 0.471
3 0.533 0.388
4 0.379 0.286
5 0.691 0.606
6 0.739 0.624
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.994 0.001 0.005 0.992
2/3 0.970 0.011 0.019 0.954
3/4 0.908 0.051 0.041 0.863
4/5 0.856 0.074 0.070 0.805
5/6 0.877 0.056 0.067 0.824
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Table 8.3.7E-2

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Cphn (Grade 4) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.597 0.485 0.334
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.801 0.613
2 0.624 0.454
3 0.594 0.462
4 0.398 0.309
5 0.609 0.516
6 0.701 0.570
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.990 0.003 0.007 0.986
2/3 0.959 0.018 0.023 0.937
3/4 0.882 0.061 0.057 0.835
4/5 0.847 0.066 0.086 0.795
5/6 0.881 0.055 0.063 0.830
Table 8.3.7E-3
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Cphn (Grade 5) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.587 0.477 0.332
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.826 0.656
2 0.592 0.435
3 0.593 0.471
4 0.356 0.276
5 0.595 0.502
6 0.708 0.564
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.985 0.004 0.012 0.978
2/3 0.949 0.024 0.027 0.922
3/4 0.870 0.068 0.062 0.820
4/5 0.846 0.068 0.086 0.793
5/6 0.891 0.056 0.053 0.842
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8.3.8  Overall Composite 3-5
Figure 8.3.8A Figure 8.3.8B
Scale Scores: Over 3-5 $302 Proficiency Level: Over 3-5 $302
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Scale Score Proficiency Level
Table 8.3.8A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Over 3-5 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
3 163,789 174 426 341.21 24.49
4 104,822 179 433 348.57 25.59
5 82,666 185 436 355.77 26.81
Total 351,277 174 436 346.83 26.05
Table 8.3.8B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Over 3-5 S302
Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 2,152 1.3% 2,358 2.2% 2,643 3.2% 7,153 2.0%
2 7,783 4.8% 6,201 5.9% 5,566 6.7% 19,550 5.6%
3 26,956 16.5% 20,187 19.3% 17,803 21.5% 64,946 18.5%
4 58,649 35.8% 41,058 39.2% 32,075 38.8% 131,782 37.5%
5 49,480 30.2% 26,434 25.2% 18,894 22.9% 94,808 27.0%
6 18,769 11.5% 8,584 8.2% 5,685 6.9% 33,038 9.4%
Total 163,789 100.0% 104,822 100.0% 82,666 100.0% 351,277 100.0%
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Table 8.3.8C

n/a
Figure 8.3.8C
n/a
Figure 8.3.8D
n/a
Table 8.3.8D
Overall Composite Reliability: Over 3-5 S302
Component Weight Variance Reliability
Listening 0.15 1377.820 0.657
Reading 0.35 781.583 0.779
Speaking 0.15 2058.602 0.891
Writing 0.35 672.252 0.924
Overall Composite 678.626 0.937
Table 8.3.8E-1

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Over (Grade 3) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.756 0.665 0.548
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.897 0.816
2 0.764 0.655
3 0.751 0.643
4 0.818 0.739
5 0.695 0.621
6 0.774 0.626
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.996 0.001 0.003 0.994
2/3 0.982 0.009 0.009 0.974
3/4 0.938 0.033 0.028 0.912
4/5 0.910 0.031 0.059 0.874
5/6 0.930 0.052 0.018 0.909
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Table 8.3.8E-2

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Over (Grade 4) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.722 0.642 0.515
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.900 0.832
2 0.759 0.651
3 0.761 0.656
4 0.825 0.744
5 0.592 0.546
6 - 0.451
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.994 0.002 0.004 0.992
2/3 0.979 0.011 0.010 0.969
3/4 0.931 0.037 0.032 0.901
4/5 0.900 0.028 0.073 0.862
5/6 0.918 0.082 0.000 0915
Table 8.3.8E-3
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Over (Grade 5) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.720 0.635 0.509
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.904 0.841
2 0.735 0.623
3 0.766 0.662
4 0.808 0.720
5 0.584 0.529
6 - 0.409
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.992 0.003 0.006 0.989
2/3 0.974 0.014 0.012 0.963
3/4 0.925 0.038 0.037 0.893
4/5 0.897 0.029 0.074 0.858
5/6 0.931 0.069 0.000 0.928
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8.4 Grades: 6-8
8.4.1 Listening 6-8
Figure 8.4.1A Figure 8.4.1B
Scale Scores: List 6-8 S302 Proficiency Level: List 6-8 S302
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Scale Score Proficiency Level
Table 8.4.1A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: List 6-8 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
6 73,891 124 473 377.12 41.48
7 74,881 128 473 385.15 44.36
8 70,706 132 473 391.41 46.32
Total 219,478 124 473 384.46 4445
Table 8.4.1B
Proficiency Level Distribution: List 6-8 S302
Grade 6 Grade 7 Grace 8 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 1,475 2.0% 2,328 3.1% 3,100 4.4% 6,903 3.1%
2 6,193 8.4% 7,003 9.4% 7,637 10.8% 20,833 9.5%
3 11,788 16.0% 12,372 16.5% 7,539 10.7% 31,699 14.4%
4 14,320 19.4% 14,390 19.2% 15,333 21.7% 44,043 20.1%
5 25,821 34.9% 24,829 33.2% 19,773 28.0% 70,423 32.1%
6 14,294 19.3% 13,959 18.6% 17,324 24.5% 45,577 20.8%
Total 73,891 100.0% 74,881 100.0% 70,706 100.0% 219,478 100.0%
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8.4.2 Reading 6-8
Figure 8.4.2A Figure 8.4.2B
Scale Scores: Read 6-8 $S302 Proficiency Level: Read 6-8 S302
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Scale Score Proficiency Level
Table 8.4.2A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Read 6-8 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
6 73,817 183 458 351.16 24.27
7 74,844 191 458 358.84 26.35
8 70,659 200 458 365.56 28.63
Total 219,320 183 458 358.42 27.09
Table 8.4.2B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Read 6-8 S302
Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 3,493 4.7% 4,931 6.6% 6,217 8.8% 14,641 6.7%
2 15,059 20.4% 17,500 23.4% 18,273 25.9% 50,832 23.2%
3 26,439 35.8% 23,810 31.8% 18,598 26.3% 68,847 31.4%
4 9,163 12.4% 8,568 11.4% 5,271 7.5% 23,002 10.5%
5 14,568 19.7% 14,182 18.9% 15,002 21.2% 43,752 19.9%
6 5,095 6.9% 5,853 7.8% 7,298 10.3% 18,246 8.3%
Total 73,817 100.0% 74,844 100.0% 70,659 100.0% | 219,320 100.0%
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8.4.3  Writing 6-8

Figure 8.4.3B
Proficiency Level: Writ 6-8 $302

Figure 8.4.3A
Scale Scores: Writ 6-8 $S302
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Table 8.4.3A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Writ 6-8 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
6 73,833 233 416 349.34 23.45
7 74,840 239 440 355.17 23.13
8 70,654 245 438 359.80 23.10
Total 219,327 233 440 354.70 23.62
Table 8.4.3B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Writ 6-8 S302
Grace 6 Grade 7 Grace 8 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 2,526 3.4% 3,660 4.9% 4,299 6.1% 10,485 4.8%
2 9,221 12.5% 9,253 12.4% 11,238 15.9% 29,712 13.5%
3 35,381 47.9% 43,231 57.8% 45,067 63.8% 123,679 56.4%
4 26,136 35.4% 18,455 24.7% 9,962 14.1% 54,553 24.9%
5 566 0.8% 237 0.3% 85 0.1% 888 0.4%
6 3 0.0% 4 0.0% 3 0.0% 10 0.0%
Total 73,833 100.0% 74,840 100.0% 70,654 100.0% 219,327 100.0%
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8.4.4  Speaking 6-8
Figure 8.4.4A Figure 8.4.4B
Scale Scores: Spek 6-8 $302 Proficiency Level: Spek 6-8 $302
40.0%
70,000 35.0%
60,000 30.0%
. 50,000 2 250%
2 40,000 8 200%
© 30,000 & 15.0%
20,000 | | | 10.0% I
T o ]l
173 203 233 263 293 323 353 383 413 1 2 3 4 6
Scale Score Proficiency Level
Table 8.4.4A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Spek 6-8 S302
Grade No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
6 73,805 178 416 369.61 47.71
7 74,819 179 416 372.59 48.65
8 70,595 180 416 374.63 49.97
Total 219,219 178 416 372.24 48.81
Table 8.4.4B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Spek 6-8 S302
Grace 6 Grade 7 Grace 8 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 5,206 7.1% 6,406 8.6% 6,266 8.9% 17,878 8.2%
2 6,570 8.9% 4,615 6.2% 7,442 10.5% 18,627 8.5%
3 11,431 15.5% 10,240 13.7% 11,505 16.3% 33,176 15.1%
4 18,194 24.7% 17,218 23.0% 8,300 11.8% 43,712 19.9%
5 8,505 11.5% 8,930 11.9% 8,457 12.0% 25,892 11.8%
6 23,899 32.4% 27,410 36.6% 28,625 40.5% 79,934 36.5%
Total 73,805 100.0% 74,819 100.0% 70,595 100.0% 219,219 100.0%
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Table 8.4.6C

n/a

Figure 8.4.6C

n/a

Figure 8.4.6D

n/a

Table 8.4.6D

Literacy Composite Reliability: Litr 6-8 S302

Component Weight Variance Reliability

Reading 0.50 733.056 0.770
Writing 0.50 556.239 0.920
Literacy 511.916 0.896

*Variances from students who had results in all four domains

Table 8.4.6E-1
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Litr (Grade 6) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.754 0.673 0.504
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.660 0.698
2 0.787 0.679
3 0.831 0.752
4 0.650 0.583
5 - 0.201
6 - 0.999
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.983 0.011 0.006 0.984
2/3 0.937 0.033 0.030 0.919
3/4 0.863 0.054 0.083 0.818
4/5 0.952 0.048 0.000 0.946
5/6 0.992 0.008 0.000 0.999
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Table 8.4.6E-2

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Litr (Grade 7) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.744 0.659 0.492
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.734 0.739
2 0.766 0.653
3 0.822 0.744
4 0.619 0.545
5 - 0.214
6 - 1.000
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.977 0.013 0.010 0.976
2/3 0.931 0.036 0.034 0.909
3/4 0.866 0.055 0.078 0.821
4/5 0.951 0.049 0.000 0.944
5/6 0.992 0.008 0.000 0.999
Table 8.4.6E-3
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Litr (Grade 8) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.728 0.643 0.472
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.770 0.745
2 0.768 0.660
3 0.811 0.731
4 0.536 0.456
5 - 0.196
6 - 1.000
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.972 0.015 0.012 0.969
2/3 0.921 0.039 0.040 0.896
3/4 0.862 0.057 0.081 0.815
4/5 0.953 0.047 0.000 0.949
5/6 0.993 0.007 0.000 0.999
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8.4.7  Comprehension Composite 6-8

Figure 8.4.7A
Scale Scores: Cphn 6-8 5302

Figure 8.4.7B
Proficiency Level: Cphn 6-8 5302
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Scale Score Proficiency Level
Table 8.4.7A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Cphn 6-8 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
6 73,777 165 463 359.00 26.64
7 74,773 172 463 366.83 29.04
8 70,613 180 463 373.39 31.31
Total 219,163 165 463 366.31 29.61
Table 8.4.7B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Cphn 6-8 S302
Grace 6 Grade 7 Grade 8 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 1,957 2.7% 3,244 4.3% 4,022 5.7% 9,223 4.2%
2 8,754 11.9% 10,408 13.9% 11,361 16.1% 30,523 13.9%
3 23,371 31.7% 22,765 30.4% 18,021 25.5% 64,157 29.3%
4 14,763 20.0% 13,690 18.3% 12,073 17.1% 40,526 18.5%
5 17,997 24.4% 16,436 22.0% 16,623 23.5% 51,056 23.3%
6 6,935 9.4% 8,230 11.0% 8,513 12.1% 23,678 10.8%
Total 73,777 100.0% 74,773 100.0% 70,613 100.0% 219,163 100.0%
WIDA ACCESS Annual Tech Rpt 10 579 Series 302 (2013-2014)

Return to Visual Table of Tables and Figures




Table 8.4.7C
n/a

Figure 8.4.7C

n/a

Figure 8.4.7D

n/a

Table 8.4.7D

Comprehension Composite Reliability: Cphn 6-8 S302

Component Weight Variance Reliability
Listening 0.30 1972.790 0.645
Reading 0.70 733.056 0.770
Comprehension 876.066 0.834

*Variances from students who had results in all four domains

Table 8.4.7E-1
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Cphn (Grade 6) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.557 0.456 0.300
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.781 0.611
2 0.668 0.513
3 0.673 0.558
4 0.393 0.305
5 0.498 0.431
6 0.597 0.347
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.987 0.005 0.008 0.980
2/3 0.934 0.031 0.034 0.903
3/4 0.847 0.063 0.090 0.794
4/5 0.843 0.057 0.101 0.782
5/6 0.907 0.091 0.002 0.882
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Table 8.4.7E-2

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Cphn (Grade 7) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.545 0.442 0.297
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.792 0.630
2 0.648 0.501
3 0.646 0.533
4 0.373 0.287
5 0.471 0.397
6 0.625 0.395
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.979 0.008 0.013 0.969
2/3 0.922 0.036 0.042 0.888
3/4 0.851 0.061 0.088 0.798
4/5 0.852 0.059 0.089 0.791
5/6 0.899 0.088 0.013 0.870
Table 8.4.7E-3
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Cphn (Grade 8) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.532 0.426 0.288
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.789 0.630
2 0.646 0.505
3 0.566 0.452
4 0.350 0.269
5 0.487 0.407
6 0.608 0.402
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.972 0.011 0.017 0.959
2/3 0.912 0.039 0.049 0.874
3/4 0.854 0.064 0.083 0.800
4/5 0.847 0.065 0.088 0.788
5/6 0.894 0.079 0.027 0.856
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8.4.8  Overall Composite 6-8
Figure 8.4.8A Figure 8.4.8B
Scale Scores: Over 6-8 $302 Proficiency Level: Over 6-8 $302
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Scale Score Proficiency Level
Table 8.4.8A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Over 6-8 S302
Grade No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
6 73,582 191 439 357.25 2391
7 74,562 197 438 363.63 25.38
8 70,381 203 439 368.85 26.97
Total 218,525 191 439 363.16 25.86
Table 8.4.8B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Over 6-8 S302
Grace 6 Grace 7 Grace 8 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 2,314 3.1% 3,266 4.4% 4,007 5.7% 9,587 4.4%
2 7,253 9.9% 7,968 10.7% 8,707 12.4% 23,928 10.9%
3 23,553 32.0% 25,285 33.9% 23,057 32.8% 71,895 32.9%
4 30,308 41.2% 27,047 36.3% 25,561 36.3% 82,916 37.9%
5 8,916 12.1% 9,828 13.2% 8,009 11.4% 26,753 12.2%
6 1,238 1.7% 1,168 1.6% 1,040 1.5% 3,446 1.6%
Total 73,582 100.0% 74,562 100.0% 70,381 100.0% 218,525 100.0%
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Table 8.4.8C

n/a
Figure 8.4.8C
n/a
Figure 8.4.8D
n/a
Table 8.4.8D
Overall Composite Reliability: Over 6-8 S302
Component Weight Variance Reliability
Listening 0.15 1972.790 0.645
Reading 0.35 733.056 0.770
Speaking 0.15 2377.192 0.904
Writing 0.35 556.239 0.920
Overall Composite 668.610 0.930

*Variances from students who had results in all four domains

Table 8.4.8E-1

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Over (Grade 6) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.745 0.662 0.519
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.788 0.814
2 0.771 0.664
3 0.832 0.748
4 0.739 0.672
5 0.512 0.402
6 - 0.982
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.988 0.007 0.005 0.988
2/3 0.962 0.022 0.016 0.949
3/4 0.908 0.037 0.055 0.876
4/5 0.889 0.066 0.045 0.854
5/6 0.983 0.017 0.000 0.987
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Table 8.4.8E-2

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Over (Grade 7) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.728 0.640 0.503
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.818 0.819
2 0.753 0.643
3 0.828 0.743
4 0.700 0.616
5 0.524 0.424
6 - 0.984
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.985 0.008 0.007 0.984
2/3 0.958 0.024 0.018 0.943
3/4 0.903 0.039 0.058 0.868
4/5 0.886 0.064 0.050 0.848
5/6 0.984 0.016 0.000 0.988
Table 8.4.8E-3
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Over (Grade 8) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.719 0.633 0.495
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.832 0.815
2 0.749 0.640
3 0.810 0.716
4 0.708 0.617
5 0.335 0.369
6 - 0.987
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.981 0.010 0.009 0.979
2/3 0.951 0.027 0.022 0.935
3/4 0.900 0.039 0.061 0.865
4/5 0.908 0.067 0.024 0.855
5/6 0.985 0.015 0.000 0.989
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8.5
8.5.1

Grades: 9-12

Listening 9-12

Figure 8.5.1A
Scale Scores: List 9-12 S302
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Figure 8.5.1B
Proficiency Level: List 9-12 S302
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Scale Score Proficiency Level
Table 8.5.1A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: List 9-12 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
9 79,568 136 499 381.43 50.87
10 50,140 140 499 385.08 46.50
11 38,200 144 499 389.92 4523
12 29,999 148 499 391.12 45.82
Total 197,907 136 499 385.46 48.13
Table 8.5.1B
Proficiency Level Distribution: List 9-12 S302
Grace 9 Grace 10 Grace 11 Grace 12 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 7,822 9.8% 4,301 8.6% 3,222 8.4% 2,831 9.4% 18,176 9.2%
2 10,443 13.1% 5,883 11.7% 4,285 11.2% 3,190 10.6% 23,801 12.0%
3 11,839 14.9% 10,538 21.0% 6,883 18.0% 7,848 26.2% 37,108 18.8%
4 17,621 22.1% 12,970 25.9% 11,612 30.4% 8,335 27.8% 50,538 25.5%
5 23,901 30.0% 11,949 23.8% 8,171 21.4% 4,694 15.6% 48,715 24.6%
6 7,942 10.0% 4,499 9.0% 4,027 10.5% 3,101 10.3% 19,569 9.9%
Total 79,568 100.0% 50,140 100.0% 38,200 100.0% 29,999 100.0% 197,907 100.0%
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Table 8.5.1C

Conditional Standard Error of Measurement at Cut Scores: List 9-12 S302

Proficiency SEM
Lewel Grade | CutScore| Tier A Tier B Tier C
9 312 20.66 21.04 22.17
1/2 10 322 20.66 20.29 21.04
11 332 21.04 19.91 19.91
12 343 21.42 19.54 19.16
9 352 22.17 19.54 18.41
23 10 358 22.92 19.54 18.41
11 363 23.29 19.54 18.03
12 366 23.67 19.54 18.03
9 381 25.92 19.54 18.03
3/4 10 386 26.68 19.91 18.03
11 389 27.05 19.91 18.03
12 391 27.80 19.91 18.03
9 406 n/a 20.66 18.79
4/5 10 412 n/a 21.42 19.16
11 416 n/a 21.79 19.54
12 418 n/a 21.79 19.54
9 432 n/a n/a 21.04
5/6 10 436 n/a n/a 21.42
11 438 n/a n/a 21.79
12 439 n/a n/a 22.17
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Figure 8.5.1C
Test Characteristic Curve: List 9-12ABC S302
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Test Information Function: List 9-12ABC S302
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Table 8.5.1D

Weighted Reliability: List 9-12 S302

Tiers No. of Students Reliability Reliability
A 29,077 0.682
B 76,057 0.720 0.688
C 92,773 0.665
Table 8.5.1E-1
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: List (Grade 9) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.410 0.316 0.155
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.819 0.684
2 0.511 0.327
3 0.289 0.186
4 0.287 0.261
5 0.437 0.396
6 - 0.149
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.957 0.016 0.028 0.938
2/3 0.899 0.023 0.078 0.853
3/4 0.817 0.048 0.134 0.716
4/5 0.681 0.169 0.150 0.630
5/6 0.900 0.100 0.000 0.822
Table 8.5.1E-2
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: List (Grade 10) S302
Owrall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.370 0.309 0.134
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.825 0.687
2 0.484 0.281
3 0.366 0.244
4 0.312 0.301
5 - 0.305
6 - 0.124
Indices at
Cut Points Accuracy
False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.964 0.013 0.022 0.947
2/3 0.902 0.022 0.076 0.853
3/4 0.768 0.041 0.192 0.667
4/5 0.672 0.328 0.000 0.631
5/6 0.910 0.090 0.000 0.855
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Table 8.5.1E-3

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: List (Grade 11) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.398 0.308 0.126
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.826 0.692
2 0.477 0.256
3 0.318 0.206
4 0.359 0.348
5 - 0.265
6 - 0.138
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.966 0.013 0.021 0.950
2/3 0.902 0.017 0.081 0.854
3/4 0.778 0.035 0.187 0.670
4/5 0.681 0.319 0.000 0.626
5/6 0.895 0.105 0.000 0.840
Table 8.5.1E4
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: List (Grade 12) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.368 0.295 0.109
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.860 0.694
2 0.367 0.165
3 0.377 0.284
4 0.319 0.311
5 - 0.183
6 - 0.125
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.964 0.011 0.025 0.943
2/3 0.884 0.014 0.102 0.826
3/4 0.673 0.021 0.306 0.599
4/5 0.740 0.260 0.000 0.643
5/6 0.897 0.103 0.000 0.848
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8.5.2 Reading 9-12
Figure 8.5.2A Figure 8.5.2B
Scale Scores: Read 9-12 5302 Proficiency Level: Read 9-12 $302
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Table 8.5.2A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Read 9-12 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
9 79,602 208 468 372.59 32.55
10 50,148 216 468 374.91 30.92
11 38,245 224 468 379.46 30.85
12 30,042 233 468 380.63 31.45
Total 198,037 208 468 375.73 31.82
Table 8.5.2B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Read 9-12 S302 _
Grade 9 Grade 10 Grade 11 Grade 12 Total
Lewel Count | Percent | Count | Percent | Count | Percent | Count | Percent | Count | Percent
1 8,899 11.2% 5,279 10.5% 4,293 11.2% 3,796 12.6% 22,267 11.2%
2 19,440 24.4% 15,531 31.0% 10,490 27.4% 7,980 26.6% 53,441 27.0%
3 15,281 19.2% 7,698 15.4% 4,671 12.2% 3,705 12.3% 31,355 15.8%
4 8,059 10.1% 6,381 12.7% 4,901 12.8% 3,080 10.3% 22,421 11.3%
5 14,506 18.2% 8,445 16.8% 7,535 19.7% 7,070 23.5% 37,556 19.0%
6 13,417 16.9% 6,814 13.6% 6,355 16.6% 4,411 14.7% 30,997 15.7%
Total 79,602 100.0% 50,148 100.0% 38,245 100.0% 30,042 100.0% 198,037 100.0%
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Table 8.5.2C

Conditional Standard Error of Measurement at Cut Scores: Read 9-12 S302*

Proficiency SEM

Lewel Grade CutScore ]| Tier A Tier B Tier C

9 336 11.96 11.70 14.82

1/2 10 341 11.70 11.44 14.04

11 346 11.70 11.18 13.26

12 350 11.70 10.92 12.74

9 364 11.96 10.92 11.44

23 10 370 12.48 10.92 10.92

11 374 12.74 11.18 10.66

12 376 13.00 11.18 10.66

9 381 13.52 11.44 10.40

3/4 10 383 13.78 11.70 10.40

11 384 13.78 11.70 10.40

12 385 14.04 11.70 10.40

9 387 n/a 11.96 10.40

4/5 10 390 n/a 12.22 10.40

11 392 n/a 12.48 10.40

12 393 n/a 12.48 10.40

9 402 n/a n/a 10.66

5/6 10 406 n/a n/a 10.92

11 407 n/a n/a 10.92

12 408 n/a n/a 11.18

* No equating was performed for S302
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Figure 8.5.2C
Test Characteristic Curve: Read 9-12ABC S302
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Figure 8.5.2D
Test Information Function: Read 9-12ABC S302
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Table 8.5.2D

Weighted Reliability: Read 9-12 S302

Tiers No. of Students Reliability Reliability
A 29,106 0.794
B 76,072 0.816 0.800
C 92,859 0.789
Table 8.5.2E-1
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Read (Grade 9) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.491 0.397 0.265
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.752 0.597
2 0.630 0.499
3 0.379 0.294
4 0.203 0.154
5 0.369 0.298
6 0.635 0.463
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.942 0.026 0.032 0.913
2/3 0.866 0.052 0.083 0.814
3/4 0.839 0.078 0.083 0.777
4/5 0.834 0.074 0.092 0.773
5/6 0.868 0.082 0.050 0.818
Table 8.5.2E-2
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Read (Grade 10) 302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.488 0.396 0.258
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.715 0.554
2 0.691 0.568
3 0.299 0.231
4 0.256 0.193
5 0.365 0.294
6 0.627 0.422
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.940 0.030 0.030 0.909
2/3 0.850 0.055 0.096 0.795
3/4 0.838 0.076 0.086 0.776
4/5 0.841 0.066 0.094 0.779
5/6 0.886 0.083 0.032 0.843
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Table 8.5.2E-3

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Read (Grade 11) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.493 0.399 0.266
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.737 0.577
2 0.644 0.519
3 0.250 0.190
4 0.252 0.193
5 0.400 0.320
6 0.642 0.471
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.939 0.028 0.033 0.908
2/3 0.855 0.059 0.086 0.801
3/4 0.840 0.075 0.085 0.779
4/5 0.836 0.075 0.089 0.774
5/6 0.874 0.075 0.051 0.823
Table 8.5.2E4
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Read (Grade 12) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.475 0.384 0.247
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.751 0.605
2 0.633 0.501
3 0.245 0.184
4 0.189 0.144
5 0.434 0.365
6 0.510 0.358
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.937 0.031 0.032 0.905
2/3 0.851 0.054 0.095 0.798
3/4 0.834 0.061 0.106 0.770
4/5 0.823 0.076 0.101 0.755
5/6 0.856 0.087 0.058 0.803
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8.5.3

Writing 9-12

Scale Scores: Writ 9-12 S302

Figure 8.5.3A
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Proficiency Level: Writ 9-12 S302
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Table 8.5.3A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Writ 9-12 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
9 79,499 251 473 394.61 33.76
10 50,096 257 494 396.88 30.82
11 38,170 263 500 400.95 29.00
12 29,947 269 519 402.05 29.45
Total 197,712 251 519 397.54 31.64
Table 8.5.3B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Writ 9-12 S302
Grade 9 Grade 10 Gracde 11 Grade 12 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 3,581 4.5% 2,438 4.9% 1,818 4.8% 1,830 6.1% 9,667 4.9%
2 6,914 8.7% 3,862 7.7% 2,393 6.3% 2,334 7.8% 15,503 7.8%
3 16,134 20.3% 13,349 26.6% 11,897 31.2% 11,213 37.4% 52,593 26.6%
4 25,717 32.3% 21,588 43.1% 17,976 47.1% 13,024 43.5% 78,305 39.6%
5 24,413 30.7% 8,261 16.5% 3,823 10.0% 1,443 4.8% 37,940 19.2%
6 2,740 3.4% 598 1.2% 263 0.7% 103 0.3% 3,704 1.9%
Total 79,499 100.0% 50,096 100.0% 38,170 100.0% 29,947 100.0% 197,712 100.0%
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Table 8.5.3C
Conditional Standard Error of Measurement at Cut Scores: Writ 9-12 S302*

Proficiency SEM
Lewel Grade CutScore | Tier A Tier B Tier C
9 327 9.02 6.53 6.53
1/2 10 336 10.26 7.46 6.84
11 344 11.19 8.09 7.77
12 352 11.82 8.40 8.40
9 356 12.13 8.40 8.40
23 10 363 12.13 8.40 8.40
11 370 11.82 8.40 8.40
12 377 11.51 8.09 8.09
9 389 11.19 8.09 8.09
3/4 10 397 11.19 7.77 7.77
11 404 10.88 7.46 7.77
12 410 10.57 7.15 7.46
9 415 n/a 7.15 7.15
4/5 10 422 n/a 6.84 7.15
11 428 n/a 6.53 6.84
12 434 n/a 6.53 6.53
9 435 n/a n/a 6.53
5/6 10 441 n/a n/a 6.53
11 447 n/a n/a 6.22
12 452 n/a n/a 6.53
* No equating was performed for Writing Tier A S302
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Figure 8.5.3C
Test Characteristic Curve: Writ 9-12ABC S302
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Figure 8.5.3D
Test Information Function: Writ 9-12ABC S302
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Table 8.5.3D

Weighted Reliability: Writ 9-12 S302

Tiers No. of Students Reliability Reliability
A 29,068 0.867
B 75,983 0.936 0.916
C 92,661 0.915
Table 8.5.3E-1

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Writ (Grade 9) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.676 0.567 0.417
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.840 0.746
2 0.735 0.614
3 0.774 0.668
4 0.632 0.494
5 0.631 0.576
6 - 0.089
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.986 0.007 0.007 0.979
2/3 0.966 0.015 0.019 0.951
3/4 0.934 0.023 0.043 0.907
4/5 0.822 0.071 0.107 0.755
5/6 0.966 0.034 0.000 0.952
Table 8.5.3E-2
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Writ (Grade 10) S302
Owrall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.695 0.607 0.437
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.875 0.797
2 0.717 0.591
3 0.819 0.713
4 0.633 0.618
5 - 0.354
6 - 0.038
Indices at
Cut Points Accuracy
False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.987 0.006 0.007 0.982
2/3 0.969 0.015 0.016 0.955
3/4 0.916 0.026 0.058 0.882
4/5 0.823 0.177 0.000 0.787
5/6 0.988 0.012 0.000 0.986
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Table 8.5.3E-3

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Writ (Grade 11) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.749 0.655 0.470
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.895 0.831
2 0.688 0.557
3 0.845 0.722
4 0.705 0.680
5 - 0.212
6 - 0.227
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.989 0.005 0.006 0.985
2/3 0.973 0.015 0.013 0.960
3/4 0.894 0.027 0.078 0.851
4/5 0.893 0.107 0.000 0.853
5/6 0.993 0.007 0.000 0.993
Table 8.5.3E4
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Writ (Grade 12) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.723 0.633 0.430
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.892 0.830
2 0.742 0.619
3 0.819 0.621
4 0.664 0.638
5 - 0.091
6 - 0.000
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.987 0.007 0.006 0.982
2/3 0.970 0.013 0.016 0.958
3/4 0.816 0.030 0.154 0.747
4/5 0.948 0.052 0.000 0.933
5/6 0.997 0.003 0.000 0.997
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8.5.4  Speaking 9-12

Figure 8.5.4A Figure 8.5.4B

Scale Scores: Spek 9-12 5302 Proficiency Level: Spek 9-12 $302
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Table 8.5.4A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Spek 9-12 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
9 79,452 181 428 376.09 60.72
10 50,051 182 428 379.28 53.97
11 38,164 183 428 383.57 50.35
12 29,948 184 428 387.37 48.45
Total 197,615 181 428 380.05 55.52
Table 8.5.4B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Spek 9-12 S302 _
Gracde 9 Grace 10 Grade 11 Grade 12 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 14,234 17.9% 7,263 14.5% 4211 11.0% 2,650 8.8% 28,358 14.4%
2 5,023 6.3% 6,367 12.7% 4974 13.0% 3,643 12.2% 20,007 10.1%
3 7,983 10.0% 7,351 14.7% 5,875 15.4% 4,536 15.1% 25,745 13.0%
4 13,195 16.6% 4,964 9.9% 3,980 10.4% 3,163 10.6% 25,302 12.8%
5 7,799 9.8% 4,958 9.9% 3,730 9.8% 3,058 10.2% 19,545 9.9%
6 31,218 39.3% 19,148 38.3% 15,394 40.3% 12,898 43.1% 78,658 39.8%
Total 79,452 100.0% | 50,051 100.0% | 38,164 | 100.0% | 29948 | 100.0% [ 197,615 | 100.0%
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Table 8.5.4C

Conditional Standard Error of Measurement at

Cut Scores: Spek 9-12 S302

Proficiency

Lewel Grade | Cut Score SEM
9 319 20.49

1/2 10 321 20.69
11 322 20.69

12 323 20.89

9 347 22.49

2/3 10 351 22.69
11 354 22.90

12 357 23.10

9 366 23.90

3/4 10 371 24.10
11 377 24.90

12 384 25.91

9 388 26.51

4/5 10 393 27.92
11 399 29.32

12 405 30.53

9 407 30.93

5/6 10 412 32.13
11 416 32.94

12 421 33.54
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Figure 8.5.4C
Test Characteristic Curve: Spek 9-12 S302
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Figure 8.5.4D
Test Information Function: Spek 9-12 S302
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Table 8.5.4D

Reliability: Spek 9-12 S302

Tiers

No. of Students

Reliability

197,615

0.924

Table 8.5.4E-1

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Spek (Grade 9) S302

Owrall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.656 0.574 0.444
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.885 0.809
2 0.319 0.231
3 0.377 0.293
4 0.505 0.402
5 0.259 0.179
6 0.858 0.790
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.956 0.020 0.024 0.934
2/3 0.932 0.041 0.027 0.904
3/4 0.906 0.045 0.049 0.877
4/5 0.900 0.027 0.073 0.862
5/6 0.896 0.047 0.057 0.836
Table 8.5.4E-2
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Spek (Grade 10) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.659 0.578 0.463
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.817 0.722
2 0.508 0.405
3 0.497 0.403
4 0.361 0.268
5 0.359 0.248
6 0.914 0.859
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.949 0.027 0.023 0.926
2/3 0.914 0.043 0.044 0.886
3/4 0.910 0.027 0.063 0.879
4/5 0.934 0.028 0.037 0.898
5/6 0.912 0.057 0.031 0.874
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Table 8.5.4E-3

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Spek (Grade 11) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.666 0.582 0.463
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.796 0.691
2 0.566 0.455
3 0.543 0.443
4 0.397 0.292
5 0.346 0.242
6 0.925 0.873
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.958 0.024 0.019 0.938
2/3 0.922 0.037 0.041 0.896
3/4 0.918 0.025 0.056 0.888
4/5 0.936 0.029 0.035 0.901
5/6 0.905 0.068 0.027 0.868
Table 8.5.4E-4

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Spek (Grade 12) S302

Owrall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.640 0.535 0.407
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.789 0.683
2 0.607 0.490
3 0.579 0.475
4 0.432 0.307
5 0.272 0.186
6 0.905 0.847
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.965 0.020 0.015 0.949
2/3 0.933 0.030 0.037 0.910
3/4 0.928 0.024 0.048 0.901
4/5 0.938 0.027 0.035 0.901
5/6 0.853 0.113 0.033 0.796
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8.5.5

Scale Scores: Oral 9-12 S302

Oral Language Composite 9-12

Figure 8.5.5A
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Table 8.5.5A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Oral 9-12 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
9 79,128 159 464 379.05 50.90
10 49,875 161 464 382.45 44.66
11 37,978 164 464 387.04 41.83
12 29,722 166 464 389.60 40.57
Total 196,703 159 464 383.05 46.37
Table 8.5.5B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Oral 9-12 S302
Grade 9 Grace 10 Grade 11 Grade 12 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 10,466 13.2% 5,041 10.1% 3,198 8.4% 2,322 7.8% 21,027 10.7%
2 7,972 10.1% 6,061 12.2% 4,301 11.3% 3,268 11.0% 21,602 11.0%
3 8,051 10.2% 7,573 15.2% 6,684 17.6% 5,998 20.2% 28,306 14.4%
4 15,346 19.4% 10,984 22.0% 9,328 24.6% 8,010 26.9% 43,668 22.2%
5 24,890 31.5% 15,172 30.4% 10,090 26.6% 7,795 26.2% 57,947 29.5%
6 12,403 15.7% 5,044 10.1% 4,377 11.5% 2,329 7.8% 24,153 12.3%
Total 79,128 100.0% 49,875 100.0% 37,978 100.0% 29,722 100.0% 196,703 100.0%
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Table 8.5.5C
n/a

Figure 8.5.5C

n/a

Figure 8.5.5D

n/a

Table 8.5.5D

Oral Composite Reliability: Oral 9-12 S302

Component Weight Variance Reliability
Listening 0.50 2311.716 0.688
Speaking 0.50 3077.424 0.924
Oral 2149.264 0.889

*Variances from students who had results in all four domains

Table 8.5.5E-1
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Oral (Grade 9) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.550 0.449 0.318
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.879 0.801
2 0.548 0.416
3 0.403 0.288
4 0.478 0.350
5 0.547 0.489
6 0.474 0.359
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.962 0.015 0.023 0.946
2/3 0.943 0.024 0.034 0.917
3/4 0.916 0.040 0.043 0.879
4/5 0.859 0.058 0.083 0.803
5/6 0.836 0.090 0.074 0.789
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Table 8.5.5E-2

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Oral (Grade 10) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.580 0.456 0.324
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.844 0.746
2 0.608 0.478
3 0.521 0.396
4 0.493 0.368
5 0.576 0.523
6 - 0.263
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.966 0.015 0.019 0.951
2/3 0.935 0.028 0.037 0.909
3/4 0.907 0.036 0.057 0.869
4/5 0.854 0.062 0.083 0.793
5/6 0.899 0.101 0.000 0.843
Table 8.5.5E-3
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Oral (Grade 11) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.558 0.448 0.310
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.834 0.730
2 0.603 0.471
3 0.584 0.457
4 0.511 0.382
5 0.510 0.463
6 - 0.282
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.971 0.014 0.015 0.957
2/3 0.936 0.029 0.035 0911
3/4 0.904 0.032 0.064 0.867
4/5 0.845 0.062 0.093 0.775
5/6 0.885 0.115 0.000 0.844
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Table 8.5.5E-4

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Oral (Grade 12) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.547 0.442 0.290
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.814 0.710
2 0.620 0.487
3 0.632 0.489
4 0.462 0.369
5 0.500 0.449
6 - 0.165
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.973 0.015 0.012 0.959
2/3 0.938 0.026 0.036 0.916
3/4 0.896 0.026 0.079 0.855
4/5 0.791 0.089 0.120 0.722
5/6 0.922 0.078 0.000 0.890
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8.5.6 Literacy Composite 9-12
Figure 8.5.6A
Scale Scores: Litr 9-12 $302
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Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Litr 9-12 S302
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Figure 8.5.6B
Proficiency Level: Litr 9-12 S302
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Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
9 79,349 230 471 383.90 30.76
10 49,998 237 479 386.19 28.25
11 38,092 244 484 390.50 27.26
12 29,877 251 486 391.62 27.62
Total 197,316 230 486 386.92 29.18
Table 8.5.6B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Litr 9-12 S302
Grade 9 Grade 10 Gracde 11 Grade 12 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 4,722 6.0% 2,682 5.4% 1,994 5.2% 1,947 6.5% 11,345 5.7%
2 10,392 13.7% 7,864 15.7% 5,839 15.3% 4,362 16.3% 29,457 14.9%
3 18,306 23.1% 13,851 27.7% 10,751 28.2% 9,186 30.7% 52,094 26.4%
4 19,918 25.1% 13,962 27.9% 11,336 29.8% 8,670 29.0% 53,386 27.3%
5 18,247 23.0% 8,840 17.7% 5,897 15.5% 3,791 12.7% 36,775 18.6%
6 7,264 9.2% 2,799 5.6% 2,275 6.0% 1,421 4.83% 13,759 7.0%
Total 79,349 100.0% 49,998 100.0% 38,092 100.0% 29,877 100.0% 197,316 100.0%
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Table 8.5.6C
n/a

Figure 8.5.6C

n/a

Figure 8.5.6D

n/a

Table 8.5.6D

Literacy Composite Reliability: Litr 9-12 S302

Component Weight Variance Reliability

Reading 0.50 1010.989 0.800
Writing 0.50 996.222 0.916
Literacy 850.309 0.916

*Variances from students who had results in all four domains

Table 8.5.6E-1
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Litr (Grade 9) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.636 0.535 0.416
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.834 0.733
2 0.751 0.636
3 0.691 0.577
4 0.613 0.487
5 0.537 0.484
6 - 0.366
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.980 0.010 0.010 0.970
2/3 0.948 0.022 0.030 0.927
3/4 0.909 0.041 0.050 0.873
4/5 0.885 0.043 0.072 0.837
5/6 0.908 0.092 0.000 0.892
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Table 8.5.6E-2

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Litr (Grade 10) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.656 0.553 0.429
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.822 0.716
2 0.770 0.658
3 0.724 0.616
4 0.628 0.506
5 0.518 0.450
6 - 0.280
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives |Consistency
1/2 0.981 0.010 0.009 0.972
2/3 0.942 0.026 0.032 0918
3/4 0.899 0.041 0.060 0.860
4/5 0.885 0.043 0.072 0.836
5/6 0.944 0.056 0.000 0.936
Table 8.5.6E-3
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Litr (Grade 11) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.650 0.548 0.420
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.822 0.717
2 0.766 0.653
3 0.731 0.622
4 0.643 0.523
5 0.465 0.400
6 - 0.289
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Paints False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.982 0.010 0.009 0.973
2/3 0.943 0.026 0.031 0.919
3/4 0.897 0.041 0.062 0.858
4/5 0.882 0.042 0.076 0.832
5/6 0.940 0.060 0.000 0.933
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Table 8.5.6E-4

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Litr (Grade 12) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.632 0.536 0.397
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.827 0.732
2 0.757 0.640
3 0.742 0.623
4 0.558 0.478
5 0.396 0.328
6 - 0.208
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.979 0.012 0.009 0.969
2/3 0.937 0.028 0.035 0911
3/4 0.884 0.035 0.080 0.841
4/5 0.861 0.083 0.056 0.817
5/6 0.952 0.048 0.000 0.950
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8.5.7 Comprehension Composite 9-12

Figure 8.5.7A Figure 8.5.7B
Scale Scores: Cphn 9-12 $302 Proficiency Level: Cphn 9-12 5302
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Table 8.5.7A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Cphn 9-12 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
9 79,449 186 477 375.34 35.56
10 50,057 193 477 378.04 32.81
11 38,136 200 477 382.67 32.26
12 29,921 208 477 383.88 32.75
Total 197,563 186 477 378.73 34.01
Table 8.5.7B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Cphn 9-12 S302
Grade 9 Grade 10 Grade 11 Grade 12 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 7,850 9.9% 3,870 7.7% 3,059 8.0% 2,849 9.5% 17,628 8.9%
2 13,916 17.5% 11,042 22.1% 8,763 23.0% 6,231 20.8% 39,952 20.2%
3 18,466 23.2% 12,115 24.2% 6,947 18.2% 5,916 19.8% 43,444 22.0%
4 13,021 16.4% 8,939 17.9% 8,124 21.3% 5,991 20.0% 36,075 18.3%
5 16,059 20.2% 9,092 18.2% 6,641 17.4% 5,410 18.1% 37,202 18.8%
6 10,137 12.8% 4,999 10.0% 4,602 12.1% 3,524 11.8% 23,262 11.8%
Total 79,449 100.0% 50,057 100.0% 38,136 100.0% 29,921 100.0% 197,563 100.0%
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Table 8.5.7C
n/a

Figure 8.5.7C

n/a

Figure 8.5.7D

n/a

Table 8.5.7D

Comprehension Composite Reliability: Cphn 9-12 S302

Component Weight Variance Reliability
Listening 0.30 2311.716 0.688
Reading 0.70 1010.989 0.800
Comprehension 1155.625 0.858

*Variances from students who had results in all four domains

Table 8.5.7E-1
Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Cphn (Grade 9) S302
Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.525 0.426 0.302
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.821 0.699
2 0.631 0.498
3 0.541 0.425
4 0.351 0.266
5 0.437 0.367
6 0.591 0.403
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.961 0.017 0.023 0.943
2/3 0.907 0.041 0.051 0.869
3/4 0.862 0.056 0.081 0.811
4/5 0.854 0.059 0.087 0.796
5/6 0.885 0.087 0.028 0.848
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Table 8.5.7E-2

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Cphn (Grade 10) S302

Owerall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.520 0.424 0.293
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.765 0.625
2 0.698 0.571
3 0.534 0.421
4 0.371 0.282
5 0.424 0.362
6 - 0.337
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.964 0.019 0.017 0.946
2/3 0.894 0.044 0.061 0.854
3/4 0.857 0.050 0.093 0.805
4/5 0.857 0.057 0.086 0.795
5/6 0.900 0.100 0.000 0.876
Table 8.5.7E-3

Accuracy and Consistency of Classification Indices: Cphn (Grade 11) S302

Owrall Accuracy Consistency Kappa (k)
Indices 0.497 0.414 0.286
Conditional Lewel Accuracy Consistency
on Lewel 1 0.749 0.609
2 0.710 0.581
3 0.425 0.328
4 0.439 0.336
5 0.380 0.327
6 3.214 0.388
Indices at Accuracy
Cut Points False False
Cut Point Accuracy Positives Negatives | Consistency
1/2 0.962 0.021 0.017 0.941
2/3 0.892 0.042 0.066 0.852
3/4 0.863 0.055 0.082 0.811
4/5 0.852 0.050 0.098 0.792
5/6 0.879 0.121 0.000 0.857
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8.5.8 Overall Composite 9-12
Figure 8.5.8A Figure 8.5.8B
Scale Scores: Over 9-12 5302 Proficiency Level: Over 9-12 $302
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Proficiency Level
Table 8.5.8A
Scale Score Descriptive Statistics: Over 9-12 S302
Grade |No. of Students Min. Max. Mean Std. Dev.
9 78,900 208 465 382.26 34.84
10 49,719 214 469 384.87 30.90
11 37,857 220 476 389.27 29.24
12 29,583 226 477 390.85 28.98
Total 196,059 208 477 385.57 32.15
Table 8.5.8B
Proficiency Level Distribution: Over 9-12 S302
Grade 9 Grade 10 Grade 11 Grade 12 Total
Lewel Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
1 6,432 8.2% 2,920 5.9% 2,026 5.4% 1,728 5.8% 13,106 6.7%
2 9,873 12.5% 7,296 14.7% 5,329 14.1% 4,030 13.6% 26,528 13.5%
3 14,283 18.1% 11,586 23.3% 9,388 24.8% 8,509 28.8% 43,766 22.3%
4 19,591 24.8% 14,391 28.9% 11,763 31.1% 9,706 32.8% 55,451 28.3%
5 20,901 26.5% 10,637 21.4% 7,125 18.8% 4297 14.5% 42,960 21.9%
6 7,820 9.9% 2,889 5.8% 2,226 5.9% 1,313 4.4% 14,248 7.3%
Total 78,900 100.0% 49,719 100.0% 37,857 100.0% 29,583 100.0% 196,059 100.0%
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